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Article I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Article Il.a well-regulated militia being necessary to the 
security of a free state, the right of the people to Keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed. 


Article TTl, No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of war, 
but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Article I Vv. The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Article V. No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or 
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of 
agrand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in 
the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put 
in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or 


property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Article VI. tm aff criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of 
the state and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and 
to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Article VI I. In suits at common law, where the value in 
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Article WAR IT. €xcessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Article IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain 
rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by 
the people. 


Article X. The powers not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people. 
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The Anti-Federalist Papers 
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The Federalist Papers 
A brilliant defense of the Constitution of the United States by 
Alexander Hamilton, James Madison, and John Jay. (1999ed, 606pp, 
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Colonial Origins of the American Constitution 
“Local government in colonial America was the seedbed of 
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constitutionalism. (1998, 396pp, pb, $14.95) BKCOAC 


Miracle at Philadelphia 


Catherine Drinker Bowen rediscovers the timeless story of the 
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It’s a Morality Problem 


A small, but vocal segment of the news 
media continues to clamor for more laws 
to control guns. The tragedy in Aurora, 
Colorado, was the work of someone men- 
tally deranged or filled with hate. Ad- 
ditional laws would not have prevented 
that person from committing a horrific 
act. If not with guns, he would have killed 
with explosives or airborne chemical 
agents. Poisoning the water supply is an- 
other possibility. The methods available 
to kill or injure multitudes of unsuspect- 
ing people are endless. 

Our nation is fast approaching the men- 
tality of Third World countries where 
human life is worthless. The decline 
started when McGuffey Readers were re- 
moved from schools. Those books taught 
reading and championed high moral stan- 
dards. The Supreme Court later removed 
God, His teachings, any mention of His 
being, and prayers from classrooms. The 
majority of Americans no longer attend 
church. The presence or absence of teach- 
ing a belief in God and good moral attri- 
butes to children in their formative years 
has a profound impact on their adult char- 
acter. As older generations pass away, so 
will their influence on the moral character 
of future generations. 

It took a long time for the United States 
to reach this steep downward slope. It will 
take a long time to recover. It could start 
with Congress exercising its constitutional 
authority to limit the appellate jurisdiction 
of the Supreme Court. Then the question 
of God, prayers, and sound moral teach- 
ing in our schools would revert to the 
states. Each state would be free to remain 
as is, or return God to classrooms. State 
residents who disagree with either op- 
tion would be free to relocate. Freedom to 
choose is better than our “one approach 
fits all” federal mandate. 

AL KUCHINKA 
Fairborn, Ohio 


Military-type Guns 
Are the Problem 


During the time of the creating of the 
Constitution, all people, civilians, mili- 
tia, and standing armies, had equal ac- 
cess to small arms, single-shot flintlock 
firearms, and edged weapons. A person 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


with training and practice could load and 
accurately fire three rounds in one minute 
with a flintlock firearm, not hundreds of 
rounds in minutes. 

I believe in the constitutional right of 
citizens to keep and bear arms for self- 
defense — the protection of life and prop- 
erty. I believe in the right of a person to 
hunt and harvest a natural resource for 
food. This is also a humane method used 
to control wildlife populations. 

High-power, high-capacity, high-tech 
weapons are for military use and in- 
tended for sales to nations with standing 
armies, not civilians interested in defense 
of life and property, or hunting. A civil- 
ian model of a weapon designed for mili- 
tary use is still a weapon designed for 
military use. 

Not allowing people access to weap- 
ons capable of mass destruction does not 
impede the right to self-defense of life 
and property or the right to hunt. Prohib- 
iting access to such weapons protects life 
and property. Ask the dead and wounded 
at the movie theater in Colorado if they 
agree. 

Yes, it is true that guns do not kill 
people. People kill people. It is also im- 
possible to predict and eliminate such 
incidents, such as the one in Colorado. 
However, imagine the outcome if the 
shooter did not have high-power, high- 
tech, high-capacity weapons. 

Irrational emotional extremism is 
dangerous and does more harm than 
good. All special interest groups oper- 
ate from the extreme, emotional, and 
irrational. Politics and political parties 
make every attempt possible to cash in 
on the extreme, emotional, and irratio- 
nal. All politicians send the same mes- 
sage: Give me what I want, which is a 
position of power, and I will give in to 
your extreme, emotional, and irrational 
demands. Please stop. 

RICHARD MOoRE 
Sent via e-mail 


CORRECTION: The article “Obama Ex- 
empts Thousands of Illegal Immigrants 
From Deportation,” in the Inside Track 


of the July 9 issue, said that Janet Na- 
politano was the Secretary of State; she 
is the Secretary of Homeland Security. 
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CIA “Manages” Drug Trade, Mexican Official Says 
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The Central Intelligence Agency’s involvement in drug traf- 
ficking is back in the media spotlight after a spokesman for the 
violence-plagued Mexican state of Chihuahua became the latest 
high-profile individual to accuse the CIA, which has been linked 
to narcotics trafficking for decades, of ongoing efforts to “man- 
age the drug trade.” 

In an interview last month, Chihuahua state spokesman Guill- 
ermo Terrazas Villanueva told Al Jazeera that the CIA and other 
international “security” outfits “don’t fight drug traffickers.” In- 
stead, Villanueva argued, they try to control and manage the il- 
legal drug market for their own benefit. 

“Tt’s like pest control companies, they only control,” Villa- 
nueva told the Qatar-based media outlet last month at his office 


in Juarez. “If you finish off the pests, you are out of a job. If they 
finish the drug business, they finish their jobs.” 

One of the most prominent officials to level charges of CIA 
drug trafficking is the former head of the U.S. Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration (DEA) Robert Bonner. During an interview 
with CBS, Bonner accused the American “intelligence” outfit of 
unlawfully importing a ton of cocaine into the United States in 
collaboration with the Venezuelan government. 

Top-level Mexican officials have suggested complicity by U.S. 
officials in drug trafficking as well — even recently. “It is impos- 
sible to pass tons of drugs or cocaine to U.S. without some grade 
of complicity of some American authorities,’ observed Mexican 
President Felipe Calderon in a 2009 interview with the BBC. 

THE NEw AMERICAN reported on federal court filings by a top 
Sinaloa Cartel operative that shed even more insight on the U.S. 
government’s role in drug trafficking. The accused “logistical 
coordinator” for the cartel, Jesus Vicente “El Vicentillo” Zam- 
bada-Niebla, claimed that he had an agreement with top Ameri- 
can officials: In exchange for information on rival cartels, the 
deal supposedly gave him and his associates immunity to import 
multi-ton quantities of drugs across the border. 

Some 50,000 people have died just in recent years as part of 
Mexico’s U.S. government-backed “war on drugs,” and anger south 
of the border continues to build. But even as Latin American leaders 
openly debate legalization and threaten to defect from the contro- 
versial “war,” the Obama administration has promised to continue 
showering taxpayer money on regimes that expand the battle. 


Two Aurora Shootings: One Widely Known; the Other Ignored 


On April 22 of this year a convicted felon, just out of jail, went 
to an Aurora, Colorado, church and shot and killed a member 
of the congregation before being killed himself by a congregant 
carrying a gun. 

On July 20, following the horrific shooting at a movie the- 
ater in Aurora, President Obama offered his condolences to the 
victims of the more recent tragedy. “Our time here [on Earth] is 
limited and it is precious,” the president said. 

No doubt the president was totally unaware of the other, less- 
publicized lethal shooting that took place earlier in the year in 
Aurora, when there was only one victim, thanks to the quick 
thinking and action of a responsibly armed individual. 

The killer in the April shooting was 29-year-old Kiarron 
Parker, who had just been released from prison. He had been 
convicted for assaulting two police officers, drug abuse, and 
breaking and entering. But the point is clear: Because the perpe- 
trator was able to claim only one life before being killed himself 
by someone carrying a gun and acting in self-defense, it gar- 
nered relatively little publicity. 

In contrast, by now there may hardly be a single sentient soul 
in the country who doesn’t yet know what happened on Friday, 
July 20 at about 12:38 a.m., when James Egan Holmes opened 
fire in a theater full of people attending the premiere of the latest 


Batman movie, killing 12 
individuals and wounding 
at least another 50. 

But how many Ameri- 
cans know about the ear- 
lier shooting at an Aurora 
church? How many people 
in Colorado — or in Auro- 
ra for that matter — even 
know? The little-known 
Aurora church shooting il- 
lustrates how a tragedy (in 
this instance, the loss of 
one innocent life) can be 
prevented from becoming a much greater tragedy because one of 
the would-be victims was armed. 

The difference between the two Aurora shootings couldn’t be 
more striking. In the first, a potential massacre was prevented 
by an armed citizen taking action. In the second, the perpetrator 
was free to act out his evil intent on unarmed innocents, knowing 
that none could return fire. The world knows about the Aurora 
movie-theater shooting; the world also needs to know about the 
Aurora church shooting. 
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Fluoride Lowers IQ in Kids, New Study Shows 


A review of some two dozen studies by Harvard University re- 
searchers published last month in a peer-reviewed federal journal 
suggests that fluoride added to water supplies “significantly” de- 
creases the IQ of children, leading to renewed calls by activists to 
end the controversial practice of fluoridation. Most public water 
supplies in the United States still have the chemical added in by 
authorities under the guise of preventing tooth decay. 

“The children in high fluoride areas had significantly lower 
IQs than those who lived in low fluoride areas,” noted the Har- 
vard research scientists about the results of their study, echo- 
ing claims by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) that 
there is substantial evidence of developmental neurotoxicity 
associated with the chemical. “The results support the possibil- 
ity of an adverse effect of high fluoride exposure on children’s 
neurodevelopment.” 

The researchers also expressed concerns about the potential of 
fluoride to cause irreversible brain damage in unborn children. 


“Fluoride readily crosses the placenta,” they observed. “Fluoride 
exposure to the developing brain, which is much more suscep- 
tible to injury caused by toxicants than is the mature brain, may 
possibly lead to damage of a permanent nature.” 

The study, which was published on July 20 in the journal En- 
vironmental Health Perspectives of the U.S. National Institute 
of Environmental Health Sciences, also called for further studies 
on the issue. 

“Fluoride seems to fit in with lead, mercury, and other poi- 
sons that cause chemical brain drain,” noted senior study au- 
thor Philippe Grandjean, a professor of environmental health at 
Harvard. “The effect of each toxicant may seem small, but the 
combined damage on a population scale can be serious, espe- 
cially because the brain power of the next generation is crucial 
to all of us.” 

Alleged dental benefits aside, other critics of water fluori- 
dation oppose the controversial practice in principle, pointing 
out that, instead of being used to purify the water supply, it is 
instead used to treat people and amounts to the mass medica- 
tion of populations without lawfully required individual con- 
sent. Some experts even challenge the supposed usefulness of 
fluoride in preventing cavities. 

As evidence about the dangers of fluoridation continues to 
build, however, communities across America have been debat- 
ing whether or not to stop medicating people through the water 
supply. But as analysts have noted, officials and much of the 
mainstream medical establishment have tended to ignore the 
growing amount of research exposing the toxicity of fluoride. 


Ninth Circuit OKs Feds’ Use of Cellphones as Roving Bugs 


The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals ruled on July 20 that agents 
of the federal government may use a cellphone as a microphone 
and record the conversations overheard even when the phone it- 
self is not being used otherwise. 

In its decision, the Ninth Circuit has upheld the lower court’s 
ruling, essentially allowing the federal government to convert 
cellphones into “roving bugs” so long as the government makes 
it clear that it will be using the target’s cellphone in that manner. 
Notice, the Ninth Circuit — a court created under the author- 
ity granted to Congress in Article III of the Constitution — did 
not throw out the matter as a violation of the defendant’s Fourth 
Amendment right against “unreasonable searches and seizures.” 
Instead, it simply informed the government that it needs to get 
permission before violating the Fourth Amendment. 

In the wake of the Ninth Circuit’s ruling, “roving bugs” are 
likely to become a favorite weapon in the ever expanding arsenal 
of the surveillance state. A person’s expectation of privacy when 
sitting at home talking to a friend is ridiculous in the face of the 
judicially upheld fact that government snoops may now use pow- 
erful surveillance technology to use your idle mobile phone as a 
very active mobile microphone. 

Some of the dictum in the court’s decision is almost as disturb- 


ing as the ruling itself. For example, in one part of its discussion 
of the various technological tools available to federal agents, the 
court describes how one such advance allows the agents to re- 
motely upload software into a target’s cellphone that converts it 
into the “roving bug” mentioned above. Again, this sort of power 
is undoubtedly only the tip of the surveillance iceberg. 

At times like this when the courts, Congress, and the presi- 
dent form an unholy alliance bent on obliterating the Constitu- 
tion and establishing a country where every citizen is perpetu- 
ally under the never-blinking eye of the government, it would 
be well to remember the 
words written by Alexander 
Hamilton in The Federalist, 
No. 33. Therein, Hamilton 
explained that acts of the 
federal government exceed- 
ing its constitutional powers 
and violating the inherent 
rights of the people are not 
law, but are “merely acts of 
usurpation, and will deserve 
to be treated as such.” 
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Military Intends to Keep 
Muslim Brotherhood From Controlling Egypt 

“Egypt will never fall. It belongs to all Egyptians and not to a certain group. 
The armed forces will not allow anyone, especially those pushed from the 
outside, to distract it from its role as the protector of Egypt.” 

Even after U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton urged him to work A 
with Muslim Brotherhood member and newly elected President Moham- [igi 
med Morsi, Field Marshall Hussein Tantawi, Egypt’s top military officer, ee 
made plain that the Muslim Brotherhood would not enjoy free rein. 
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Is the Mali Uprising a Consequence of the Libyan Incursion? 
“Americans rarely consider the possible negative consequences of foreign interventions.” 

Since the al-Qaeda-linked Tuaregs fled Libya and returned to their native Mali, they have sought 
to create an Islamic state in the land-locked northern African country. Boston University professor 
Stephen Kinzer wonders whether U.S. officials ever consider the consequences of their moves. 


President’s Remark Draws Widespread Condemnation 

“Tf there is one sentence that determines who will win this year’s presiden- 
tial election, I hope it will be President Obama’s incredible statement that 
“you didn’t build that.’” 

Displaying his bias against America’s wealth producers during a campaign 
speech in Virginia, Obama obviously claimed that business owners owe 
their success, not to their hard work and willingness to create wealth and 
jobs, but to government. Columnist Chip Wood dismissed the campaign’s 
insistence that the president was referring merely to roads and bridges 
built by government and noted that the president would have used the word 
“those” and not “that” in the pertinent portion of his speech. 


Refugees Flee Islamic Jihadism in Mali 

“They have imposed a kind of religion on us we have never seen. You can’t even walk with your wife. 
We’re like prisoners.” 

After fleeing to a refugee camp, Malian Hassan ag Sidi told of the tyranny being imposed on the north- 
ern portion of his country by al-Qaeda-linked Tuareg rebels who are armed with weapons formerly held 
by Libya’s ousted government. 


Facing Greece-like Indebtedness, Sicily Inspires Deep Cynicism Among Its Residents 

“Tf I steal a little, I go to jail. If I steal a lot, I advance my career. You see what happened to Greece, 
what happened to Spain. It will happen here.” 

From the Palermo tobacco shop where he is employed, 34-year-old Gioacchino De Georgi sees little 
hope for reversing the economic travails of the island portion of Italy and of the country as a whole. 


Obama Administration Continues to Fund Abortion at Planned Parenthood 

“For the second time this month [July 2012] alone, the Obama administration has announced it will 
grant taxpayer funding to local Planned Parenthood affiliates and their allies despite action taken by 
state and local leaders to get taxpayers out of the abortion business.” 
President Marjorie Dannenfelser of the Susan B. Anthony List, a na- 
tional pro-life organization, aimed sharp criticism at the administration 
for continuing, even expanding, its policy regarding Planned Parenthood. 


ObamaCare Will Worsen Doctor Shortage 

“We'll have a 5,000-physician shortage in ten years — no matter what 
anybody does.” 

As the medical profession becomes less appealing, and as the lure of 
government medical care attracts more patients, the doctor shortage will 


skyrocket, according to Dr. G. Richard Olds, the dean of the medical 3 
school at the University of California Riverside. @ G. Richard [Ey 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. McMANus Olds E 
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Obama vs. Romney 


CORE BELIEFS 


Information overload on the presidential candidates is actually causing voter ignorance, so 
we tell you where they stand on fiscal and social issues, foreign policy, and civil liberties. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


resident Barack Obama and presi- 
dential hopeful Mitt Romney are 
in the public eye almost every 
day, telling Americans about their plans 
to guide the country should they win the 
2012 presidential race. Ironically, given 
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such constant coverage, most Americans 
would probably be hard pressed to factual- 
ly state what positions the candidates hold 
concerning fiscal issues, foreign policy, 
civil liberties, and social issues, especially 
to a depth great enough to compare and 
contrast the candidates or understand the 
long-term ramifications of their policies. 


Americans are likely aware that Obama 
claims to have turned our ailing economy 
around, while Romney claims Obama is 
making the economy worse. And they are 
probably cognizant of the fact that Rom- 
ney claims that while he was governor, he 
pushed fiscally sound policies and didn’t 
raise taxes and that he will undo Obama- 
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Care, while Obama claims Romney’s poli- 
cies will lead to the outsourcing of the re- 
mainder of America’s manufacturing and 
hi-tech jobs. But are the claims true, and 
if they are true, are the claims meaningful? 

Even with information about the can- 
didates readily available, most Americans 
simply don’t have the time to research the 
claims and counterclaims that are being 
made about the men, so information over- 
load literally leads to ignorance. 

So we did the homework for you. 


Fiscal Issues 

Obama’s budget plan is pretty simple: 
increase tax revenues by a third over the 
next four years and still rack up an annual 
deficit of $650 billion in 2016. And that’s 
assuming his budget estimates, unlike his 
past projections, turn out to be accurate. 
Three years ago, in his first budget, he 
projected a deficit of $557 billion in 2012. 
He was off by about a factor of two. The 
deficit for 2012, the fiscal year ending 
this September 30, is now estimated to be 
$1.17 trillion. 

Mitt Romney promises “spending cuts 
of approximately $500 billion per year in 
2016 assuming robust economic recovery 
with 4% annual growth, and reversal of ir- 
responsible Obama-era defense cuts.” 

But the math on Romney’s spending 
cuts thus far proposed doesn’t match his 
$500 billion campaign promise. Even 
taking his dubious campaign figures at 
face value, which include $60 billion in 
savings by eliminating waste and fraud 
(a standard promise by politicians that is 
never realized, at least in part because of 
the inefficiencies inherent in government 
bureaucracies), the Romney campaign 
details less than $320 billion in proposed 
cuts (see attached chart). And those cuts 
are based on cutting projected future 


Obama’s Budget Proposal 


(in billions of dollars) 


spending, they are not based 
on cutting the budget in the 
absolute sense. Even if all 
the proposed cuts are made, 
government spending would 
still climb, only not as much 
as currently projected. 

Moreover, Romney would 
radically increase defense 
spending over Obama’s pro- 
jections with his promise of 
“reversal of irresponsible 
Obama-era defense cuts.” Romney prom- 
ises to keep defense spending “at a floor 
of 4 percent of GDP,” which is slightly less 
than the United States is spending this year 
($718 billion) on two wars, but some $203 
billion more than Obama’s recommenda- 
tion of $578 billion by 2016. 

In short, Romney would re-spend most 
of his proposed “cuts” on defense and not 
make any substantial overall cuts in fed- 
eral spending. Indeed, his campaign prom- 
ises he would “Set Honest Goals: Cap 
Spending At 20 Percent Of GDP ... Re- 
duced from 24.3 percent 
last year; in line with the 
historical trend between 
18 and 20 percent.” 
But with his publicly 
released cut propos- 


Proposed Spending Cuts 


Obama’s budget plan is pretty simple: 
increase tax revenues by a third over the 
next four years and still rack up an annual 


deficit of $650 billion in 2016. And that’s 
assuming his budget estimates, unlike his 
past projections, turn out to be accurate. 


wants to raise the income-tax rates on 
Americans earning $250,000 or more 
per year, Romney proposes only tax cuts, 
including: 


e Make a permanent, across-the- 
board 20-percent cut in marginal rates 

¢ Maintain current tax rates on interest, 
dividends, and capital gains 

e Eliminate taxes for taxpayers with 
AGI below $200,000 on interest, divi- 
dends, and capital gains 

¢ Eliminate the Death Tax 


Romney’s Spending Projections for 2016 


Compared to Obama’s 2016 estimates (in billions of dollars) 


Amount Saved 


als, Romney would not 
substantially cut federal 


spending, and spending 


would remain at the 24 
percent of GDP level 


into the indefinite future. 


Romney does pro- 
pose some tax cuts that 


Obama hasn’t proposed, 


and this is the only sub- 
stantial fiscal difference 


between the two candi- 


dates. While Obama 


Repeal ObamaCare -95.00 
Privatize Amtrak -1.60 
Reduce NEA,NEH,CPB,LSC -0.60 
Reduce Title X Family Planning = -0.30 
Reduce Foreign Aid -0.10 
Turn Medicare Into Block Grant -100.00 
Reduce Waste/Fraud/Abuse -60.00 
Implement Federal Pay Cuts -47.00 
Federal Layoffs Through Attrition | -4.00 
Repeal Davis-Bacon Act -11.00 


Source: White House budget proposal for fiscal 2013 
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Revenue | Spending Deficit Proposed Increases Amount Added 
2012 estimates 2,468.6 3,795.5 -1,326 Increase Defense Spending $203.02 
Ue Ee oe al Individual Income Taxes (20% cut). +352.00 
2014 estimates 3,215.3 3,883.1 -667.8 
2015 estimates 3,450.2 4,059.9 609.7 Silicnleno RIseUn TENS +27.00 
2016 estimates 3,680.1 4,328.8 -648.8 Total Change: +262.42 


Source: MittRomney.com 
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AP Images 


Final fighting? President Obama pledged to end the Iraq War within 16 months of taking office. Though he 
claimed to end combat operations last year, the war continues with some 5,000 mercenary troops commanded by 


Hillary Clinton’s State Department. 


¢ Repeal the Alternative Minimum Tax 
(AMT) 

¢ Cut the corporate rate to 25 percent 

¢ Strengthen and make permanent the 
R&D tax credit 

¢ Switch to a territorial tax system 

¢ Repeal the corporate Alternative Mini- 
mum Tax 


While Romney’s proposal to cut corporate 
tax rates may actually bring in more fed- 
eral revenue, as capital that has fled abroad 
comes home, many of his other tax-cut 
proposals, in the absence of offsetting 
spending cuts, will spike the national debt 
— resulting in the creation of more money 
out of thin air to finance the debt, higher 
interest payments to service the debt, and 


irden in the 


the further decline of the dollar’s purchas- 
ing power. This is not to suggest that taxes 
should not be lowered, but they need to 
be lowered through less government in 
order to reduce government’s burden on 
the economy. 

On balance, Romney’s proposals 
would make the deficit significantly larg- 
er compared to current projections. This 
will lighten the short-term tax burden on 
taxpayers, but increase the burden in the 
long run. 

Of course, presidents have little practi- 
cal power in the budgeting process. Con- 
stitutionally speaking, presidents propose 
budgets, then Congress disposes of them 
and does what it wants. The Constitution 
requires that Congress originate all spend- 
ing and tax bills. The presi- 
dent can do little more than 
set a tone and make his rec- 
ommendations, and threaten 
to veto spending bills when 
Congress seems bent on 
passing spending that’s out 
of line with his recommenda- 
tions. But a presidential veto 
threat on congressional ap- 
propriations bills is usually 


not politically serious, as 
most appropriations bills 
contain a variety of funds 
that are politically impos- 
sible to do without. 

Verdict: No substan- 
tial difference. Romney 
is somewhat better on 
taxes, while Obama is sig- 
nificantly better on deficit 
control. 


Presidents make a major 
impact on foreign policy 
issues, in contrast to fiscal 
policy. This has been es- 
pecially true as presidents 
have diverged from the 
constitutional principle 
that Congress possesses 
the war power. 

On paper, President 
Obama has several major 
foreign policy successes to 
his credit. He has found and 
killed Osama bin Laden, 
the mastermind of the Sep- 
tember 11, 2001 attacks; saved an American 
merchant marine captain kidnapped by So- 
mali terrorists; and declared an end to the 
Iraq War in December 2011. 

In actuality, Obama’s success in this 
venue must be tempered by relevant facts. 
The announced withdrawal of U.S. com- 
bat troops from Iraq occurred several 
years later than his campaign promises to 
withdraw them within 16 months of tak- 
ing office. Even now, the U.S. war in Iraq 
continues without the name. Some 5,000 
mercenary troops in armored cars and at- 
tack helicopters patrol the streets of Iraq, 
commanded by Hillary Clinton’s State De- 
partment, in addition to an increased U.S. 
presence of drone surveillance and strikes. 

One reason Barack Obama was elected 
in 2008 was to end wars, but he has un- 
leashed drone strikes — acts of war — 
against a half a dozen nations or more, 
including Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan, 
Yemen, Somalia, and other countries. 
President Obama claims that he’s kept a 
“tight leash” on drone strikes, but docu- 
mented drone strikes have killed at least 
168 children according to widely pub- 
lished studies. One of these children was 
16-year-old, Colorado-born, U.S. citizen 
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Abdulrahman al-Awlaki, who was killed 
in a Yemeni drone strike in October 2011. 

Abdulrahman al-Awlaki is the only 
American child known to have been tar- 
geted by the Obama administration, but 
the Obama administration reportedly has 
an assassination list of people who can be 
killed on sight, and two other U.S. citizens 
have also died in drone strikes, al-Awlaki’s 
father, Anwar, and Samir Khan. U.S. and 
foreign news agencies have widely re- 
ported numerous civilian casualties in the 
drone war. 

Drone strikes would continue in a Rom- 
ney administration. Mitt Romney has no 
problem with a presidential assassination 
list of American citizens either. Asked ex- 
plicitly by Scott Pelley of CBS in a No- 
vember 12, 2011 presidential debate: “Is 
it appropriate for the American president 
on the president’s say-so alone to order the 
death of an American citizen suspected of 
terrorism?” Mitt Romney responded “Ab- 
solutely.” Neither the incumbent, Presi- 
dent Obama, nor the challenger, Romney, 
have a need for trial by jury to sort the in- 
nocent from the guilty because they appar- 
ently believe the president is always right 
when his party is in power. 


Killing here, there, everywhere: Both Obama and Romney have no problem using drone attacks in 


Back in December 2007, then-Senator 
Barack Obama told the Boston Globe: 
“The President does not have power under 
the Constitution to unilaterally authorize 
a military attack in a situation that does 
not involve stopping an actual or immi- 
nent threat to the nation.” He of course 
was correct. Under Article I, Section 8 of 
the U.S. Constitution, only Congress has 
the power to “declare war.” Yet as presi- 
dent, he engaged in a war against Libya 
without congressional consent. In an ad- 
dress to the nation on March 28, 2011 at 
the National Defense University, Obama 
acknowledged: “I authorized military ac- 
tion to stop the killing and enforce U.N. 
Security Council Resolution 1973.” Gone 
was candidate Obama’s stipulation that he 
needed the permission of Congress under 
the Constitution. 

Obama’s justification for war in Libya 
included a revolutionary statement that he 
would continue to put American soldiers 
into harm’s way even when U.S. national 
security wasn’t threatened: “There will 
be times, though, when our safety is not 
directly threatened, but our interests and 
our values are.... In such cases, we should 
not be afraid to act.” Constitutionally, of 
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countries without the authorization of Congress, despite the fact that a drone strike is an act of war. 
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course, the decision to go to war belongs to 
the Congress, not the president. And mor- 
ally speaking, sending American soldiers 
to fight in aggressive and unnecessary for- 
eign wars against countries that have not 
threatened or attacked us is not upholding 
our values; it is instead a betrayal of the 
trust of those patriotic soldiers. 

Mitt Romney, who would be no better 
at restoring to Congress its rightful power 
to decide when to go to war, claims that he 
can start a war against Iran without even 
consulting Congress. Romney told CBS’s 
Face the Nation on June 17 of this year: 


I believe it’s important for us to com- 
municate that. I can assure you if I’m 
President, the Iranians will have no 
question but that I would be willing 
to take military action, if necessary, 
to prevent them from becoming a nu- 
clear threat to the world. I — I don’t 
believe at this stage, therefore, if I’m 
President, that we need to have war 
powers approval or a special autho- 
rization for military force. The Presi- 
dent has that capacity now. 


Romney’s bellicosity against Iran is even 
more militant than Obama’s, which itself 
stops just short of war against the Persian 
nation. His foreign policy is even more 
warlike than Obama’s, if that is possible. 
Romney has criticized Obama’s planned 
downsizing of the U.S. troop commitment 
to Afghanistan: 


This past June, President Obama dis- 
regarded the counsel of his top mili- 
tary commanders, including General 
David Petraeus, and announced a full 
withdrawal of those 30,000 surge 
troops by September 2012.... There 
is no military rationale for it. 


Both Obama and Romney not only sup- 
port NAFTA but have announced their 
commitment to negotiate and sign more 
multilateral “free trade” agreements. 
Obama has negotiated free trade agree- 
ments with Colombia and South Korea 
and committed to the Trans-Pacific Part- 
nership, a regional free trade agreement 
still under negotiation along the lines of 
NAFTA. Though promoted as free trade, 
arrangements such as NAFTA do not 
eliminate government’s involvement with 


13 


AP Images ~ wf 


| 
_—_* 
ia a 


Judge, jury, president: Obama campaigned on the promise to close the Guantanamo prison, but didn’t do it. Romney has pledged to “double” 
Guantanamo. Neither candidate believes the Sixth Amendment right to trial should be honored for terror suspects. 


trade; they instead create multinational bu- 
reaucracies that supplant national author- 
ity to determine trade policy. 

Verdict: No substantial difference. 
Romney’s bellicosity against Iran is mar- 
ginally worse than that of Obama, who 
nevertheless ranks as the worst president 
in American history on foreign policy. 


A strong argument could be made that 
President Obama has the worst record 
of protecting constitutional liberties in 
American history, despite 2008 campaign 
promises to abolish torture, “eliminate 
warrantless wiretaps,” end signing state- 
ments and executive privilege as a means 
of backdoor legislating, close the Guan- 
tanamo Bay prison, and “Restore Habeas 
Corpus,” which Obama accurately de- 
scribed in 2008 campaign literature: “The 
right of habeas corpus allows prisoners 
to ask a court to determine whether they 
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are being lawfully imprisoned.” With 
the exception of making some progress 
on moving away from torture (Bradley 
Manning’s solitary confinement and con- 
ditions at Baghram Air Force base in Af- 
ghanistan constitute continued torture), 
every one of those promises has been 
completely broken. 

Obama has vigorously defended the 
wide-ranging Bush-era warrantless sur- 
veillance of American citizens with Justice 
Department lawyers, and has continued 
massive funding of the NSA warrantless 
surveillance capability. Under the Fourth 
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, gov- 
ernment searches of American persons and 
private property require probable cause 
and a warrant from a judge, with a de- 
scription of what is going to be searched 
and what contraband or evidence will be 
found. But Obama has continued, without 
warrants, to build a permanent database 
of Internet traffic through the NSA, which 
will be able to store the en- 
tire content of the Internet. 
The NSA database reputedly 
includes all e-mails sent 
through the Internet, all web 
pages, and the dates, times, 
length, and parties’ numbers 
of all telephone conversa- 
tions by American citizens. 

Mitt Romney would be 
unlikely to dismantle the 
spying apparatus or con- 
fine its use to constitutional 
searches, having long sup- 


ported the Patriot Act’s warrantless sur- 
veillance provisions. Though he is silent 
on warrantless surveillance through the 
NSA, his publicly announced policy ad- 
visors include former NSA chief Michael 
Hayden, the man who set up and publicly 
defended Bush’s expansive warrantless 
wiretap program. 

President Obama has claimed the right 
to kill any American citizen he accuses of 
terrorism, even a child (as explained ear- 
lier), and in 2011 he signed a bill to grant 
himself the additional pretended power 
to detain American citizens indefinitely 
without trial. This power has been struck 
down by the U.S. Supreme Court in the 
cases of Rumsfeld v. Padilla and Rumsfeld 
v. Hamdan, but sections 1021 and 1022 of 
the National Defense Authorization Act 
of 2012 (NDAA) affirm “the authority of 
the President to use all necessary and ap- 
propriate force pursuant to the Authoriza- 
tion for Use of Military Force” to “detain 
covered persons” indefinitely without trial 
— including U.S. citizens — if the presi- 
dent determines that they are al-Qaeda 
or “an associated force,” or that they’ve 
carried out an “attack” against the United 
States. The terms “associated force” and 
“attack” are wide-ranging terms: Anwar 
al-Awlaki was assassinated by the United 
States, though he was primarily known 
for using YouTube to post videos asking 
for violence against the United States, and 
had not (as far as the public has ever been 
informed) actually committed an act of 
violence himself. 
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Romney’s views are no different from 
Obama’s on the indefinite detention of 
American citizens without trial under the 
NDAA. The Wall Street Journal’s Kelly 
Evans asked Romney in a January 17, 
2012 presidential debate in Myrtle Beach, 
South Carolina: “Governor Romney, as 
president, would you have signed the Na- 
tional Defense Act as written?” Romney 
replied, to audience boos: “Yes, I would 
have. And I do believe that it is appropriate 
to have in our nation the capacity to detain 
people who are threats to this country, who 
are members of al Qaeda.... But let me tell 
you, people who join al Qaeda are not en- 
titled to rights of due process under our 
normal legal code. They are entitled in- 
stead to be treated as enemy combatants.” 

Romney’s campaign website claims, 
“Mitt Romney’s view of the Constitution 
is straightforward: its words have mean- 
ing. The founding generation adopted a 
written constitution for a reason. They in- 
tended to limit the powers of government 
according to enduring principles.” But 
Romney’s other campaign rhetoric sug- 
gests that he will ignore the Sixth Amend- 
ment’s requirement that every “person” re- 
ceive a prompt trial by jury and the Fourth 
Amendment’s requirement that all search- 
es be cleared by a judge with a search war- 
rant, probable cause, and a description of 
what will be searched and found. 
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President Obama pledged to end the 
Bush administration’s abuse of executive 
orders and signing statements, and use 
of executive privilege, the latter a con- 
stitutional fiction designed to shield the 
presidency from congressional investiga- 
tions into executive-branch wrongdoing. 
But Obama invoked executive privilege 
to protect his attorney general in the “Fast 
and Furious” gun-walking scandal when it 
became apparent that the Justice Depart- 
ment would be embarrassed by releasing 
information about how the U.S. govern- 
ment gave Mexican drug gangs some 
2,000 guns. Obama has also prolifically 
used signing statements and executive or- 
ders as a means of undoing laws passed 
by Congress, such as Obama’s executive 
order reversing the Mexico City policy 
on the funding of abortion providers with 
foreign aid dollars, issued during his first 
week as president. Likewise, Romney has 
made several broad claims about planned 
executive orders were he to become presi- 
dent, including a claim that he could over- 
turn ObamaCare by executive order. 

And Romney may actually be less like- 
ly to nominate Supreme Court justices 
who will protect civil liberties. One of the 
most important powers a president has is 
to appoint members of the U.S. Supreme 
Court (with the advice and consent of the 
Senate), and justices will decide many 


important issues related to civil liberties. 
“As president, Mitt will nominate judg- 
es in the mold of Chief Justice Roberts 
and Justices Scalia, Thomas, and Alito,” 
Romney’s campaign website says. Yet 
none of these “conservatives,” who were 
nominated by Republican presidents, 
have been among the majority in the Pa- 
dilla, Hamdan, and Boumediene cases 
defending the right to habeas corpus and 
trial by jury. Nor have they appeared in- 
terested in stopping surveillance, torture, 
or any other executive branch excess in 
the area of civil liberties. Obama’s nomi- 
nee Elena Kagan will likely support more 
restrictions on the executive branch than 
the people Romney promises to model his 
Supreme Court nominees on. 

Verdict: Obama is marginally better on 
issues of civil liberties because he will 
more likely appoint — if a vacancy oc- 
curs — Supreme Court justices who will 
adhere more closely to the Constitution on 
civil liberties issues (though less so on so- 
cial issues, as indicated below). 


Social Issues 

Barack Obama is a statist liberal on so- 
cial issues, meaning that he works to 
thoroughly undermine traditional val- 
ues, using the force of the federal gov- 
ernment to do so. Obama is 100 percent 
pro-abortion, and received a 100-percent 
rating from the abortion organization 
NARAL as a senator. He voted as an II- 
linois state senator to fund abortions with 
state money, as a U.S. senator to fund 
embryonic stem-cell research with fed- 
eral funds, and as president to overturn 
the Mexico City policy that banned use 
of foreign aid to fund abortion providers 
abroad, using an executive order. 

Mitt Romney ran for governor of Mas- 
sachusetts in 2002 as a “pro-choice” can- 
didate to the left of his former U.S. Senate 
opponent Ted Kennedy (against whom he 
ran in 1994), but as governor claimed to 
have experienced a change of heart on the 
issue. He now claims to be 100 percent 
pro-life on abortion. 

The abortion issue and other social is- 
sues are at the heart of why many label 
Romney as a “flip-flopper.” As a U.S. 
Senate candidate against Ted Kennedy in 
1994, and as a gubernatorial candidate in 
2002, Romney also supported gun bans 
(“assault weapons” and “Brady Bill’) 
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and rejected Ronald Reagan 
as too conservative. 

As governor of Massachu- 
setts, Romney sent the leg- 
islature a request to double 
the funds for the Governor’s 
Commission on Gay and Les- 
bian Youth in 2005, and then 
vetoed it when the legislature 
complied with his request. 
Local conservative activists 
had complained about the 
inappropriate nature of the 
parades that the commis- 
sion had sponsored. Romney 
then abolished the governor’s 
commission by executive 
order and instead created 
an “Office of Diversity and 
Equal Opportunity” aimed at 
fulfilling his campaign prom- 
ise to the Log Cabin Repub- 
licans of Massachusetts to 
“provide more effective lead- 
ership than my opponent” and 
“make equality for gays and 
lesbians a mainstream concern. My oppo- 
nent cannot do this. I can and will?’ Rom- 
ney also said he favored “gays and lesbians 
being able to serve openly and honestly” in 
the military. 

Romney even banned the Boy Scouts 
from participating in the 2002 Olympics 
because of their opposition to homosexu- 
ality, and told the Boston Globe in 2004, 
“T feel that all people should be allowed to 
participate in the Boy Scouts regardless of 
their sexual orientation.” 

On marriage, there is a difference 
between Romney and Obama, though 
this will not apply directly to legitimate 
presidential powers. Obama has recently 
publicly endorsed political recognition of 
same-sex “marriage.” Mitt Romney has 
backed a constitutional amendment defin- 
ing marriage between a man and a woman, 
though Romney favors political recogni- 
tion of same-sex unions under a name 
other than marriage. 

On healthcare, ObamaCare and Rom- 
neycare are based upon identical principles, 
though not on the principle of federalism: 
Romneycare nominally leaves healthcare 
out of the federal sphere. But Romney’s 
recent campaign statements in the wake 
of the June 2012 Supreme Court decision 
seem to indicate that he would keep in place 


a 


16 


y &s 
ie 2 


every element of ObamaCare at the federal 
level, except the individual mandate. 
Romney has better public positions on 
social issues than Obama, and Romney 
may make some differences on this issue 
by restoring the Mexico City policy, and 
by appointing more conservative Supreme 
Court justices. Romney’s judgment is not 
rock-solid on social issues, as his cam- 
paign website touts the appointing of John 
Roberts as a model to follow. Roberts was 
the deciding vote on the high court that 
upheld the ObamaCare mandate. This has 
long been the case with Supreme Court 
appointments by Republicans. Activist 
Supreme Court Chief Justice Earl War- 
ren was a Republican governor appointed 
by Republican President Dwight David 
Eisenhower. But, on balance, Romney 
would more likely appoint justices who, 
on social issues, would comport with both 
the Constitution and traditional values 
than Obama (whose 
appointee Elena 
Kagan also voted for 
ObamaCare) would. 
Even on such so- 
cial issues as drug 
legalization, con- 
servatives are more 
likely to back limits 


Salute? Mitt Romney has positioned himself as a defender of traditional values in the past decade, but banned the 
Boy Scouts from participating in the 2002 Olympics because of the organization’s opposition to homosexuality. 


to the federal government’s powers. In 
the medicinal marijuana case, Raiche v. 
Gonzales, only conservative justice Clar- 
ence Thomas argued that medical mari- 
juana a cancer patient grows on her own 
property for her own consumption is not 
“commerce” subject to federal regulation 
under the U.S. Constitution. 

Verdict: Romney is marginally better, 
and will more likely appoint — if a va- 
cancy occurs — Supreme Court justices 
who will adhere more closely to the Con- 
stitution on social issues (though less so on 
civil liberties issues as indicated above). 

A serious analysis of the issues facing 
the nation makes a choice of the “lesser of 
two evils” between Democratic incumbent 
President Barack Obama and Republican 
challenger Mitt Romney all but a coin toss, 
even on the Supreme Court nominations 
that many conservatives assume is a per- 
petual advantage for Republicans. 
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EDUCATION 


By encouraging government student loans, and then charging higher tuition, colleges and 
universities have not only created an economic bubble, they’ve changed the culture. 


by Charles Scaliger 


[ ast year, America’s student loan 
sector swept past two important 
milestones in rapid succession, 

milestones with ominous portent. Some- 
time in the spring of 2011, the amount 
of total student loan debt surpassed the 
amount of total credit card debt for the 
first time ever. Toward the end of the year, 
total student loan debt appears to have 
breached the $1 trillion mark, prompting 
warnings of another asset bubble poised 
for a calamitous bursting. 


Overcharged or Underpaid? 

The numbers associated with student debt 
tell a sobering tale. Since 1999, student 
loan debt, adjusted for inflation, has risen 
by more than 500 percent, while other 
forms of personal debt have increased by 
“only” about 100 percent. The average 
college graduate now carries more than 
$25,000 in debt, an obligation that often 
takes decades to pay off. 

A large percentage of college graduates 
find themselves underemployed, often with 
jobs that they might have been able to find 
without the vaunted college degree. A few 
cases in point: According to data gleaned 
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from the Bureau of Labor Statistics, 21.62 
percent, or 482,784, of all customer ser- 
vice representatives have a college degree; 
alongside them are 13.4 percent of waiters 
and waitresses (317,759), 16.64 percent 
of secretaries and administrative assis- 
tants (559,571), 5.01 percent of janitors 
(107,457), and 5.09 percent of truck drivers 
(85,205). Hundreds of thousands of others 
with college degrees are tending bar, pre- 
paring food, manning concession booths, 
clerking at hotel desks, and performing a 
very wide range of important, useful, and 
perfectly dignified forms of work — work 
that pays too little to allow realistic repay- 
ment of gargantuan student loans, and for 
which a four- or five-year undergraduate 
degree is completely unnecessary. 

The Great Recession has been driving 
such figures for years now, but Americans’ 
appetite for the mythic college degree con- 
tinues unabated, seemingly without con- 
cern for the cost. Will this state of affairs 
ever change, and what will be the outcome? 

College educations have always been 
a time of frugality and penury. Historian 
Charles Homer Haskins, the distinguished 
Harvard historian who was America’s first 
medievalist, in his path-breaking early 
study on medieval universities, The Rise of 


Universities, published several specimens 
of medieval students’ letters home to their 
parents, in which the students complain 
about the difficulty of the courses and the 
inadequacy of their living conditions — 
and ask for more money to be sent! Little 
has changed over the centuries, except that 
nowadays, instead of studying canon law 
and Latin, typical college students can 
choose from menus of hundreds of differ- 
ent courses ranging from the hard sciences 
and mathematics to modern conceits like 
gender studies. And medieval universities 
like Oxford, Bologna, and the Sorbonne, 
whatever their other considerable inad- 
equacies, did not impose punitive costs 
for tuition and other fees that kept their 
graduates in financial bondage for most of 
their productive years. 

Until comparatively recently, college 
degrees, both graduate and undergraduate, 
were designed for a fairly elite slice of so- 
ciety that genuinely desired academic ad- 
vancement beyond normal societal expec- 
tations and intended to become teachers, 
professors, researchers, and practitioners 
of a few exclusive professions like medi- 
cine, law, and engineering. A college edu- 
cation came with few frills other than the 
chance to learn at the feet of some of the 
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The numbers associated with student debt 
tell a sobering tale. Since 1999, student 
loan debt, adjusted for inflation, has risen 
by more than 500 percent, while other 
forms of personal debt have increased by 


“only” about 100 percent. 


world’s elite minds, and was correspond- 
ingly priced so that most students could 
pay for their education by working sum- 
mers and odd hours during the school year, 
or at most borrow from the bank a sum 
that could easily be repaid within a few 
years of graduation. Well do I remember a 
particular professor from my undergradu- 
ate years, who got his Ph.D. from the Uni- 
versity of Pennsylvania, the Ivy League 
school founded by Ben Franklin, who told 
me that his tuition bill back in the early 
50s was around 50 dollars per semester 
(roughly $450 in today’s currency). He in- 
formed me that a part-time job during the 
school year and summer employment was 
more than adequate back then to cover all 
the costs of a college degree. 

My own parents both attended the ex- 
pensive and fairly elite Bucknell Univer- 
sity back in the late *50s and early ’60s. 
They married a year before my father fin- 
ished college, and finished paying back 
their college loans only 10 years later, an 
event in my young life that I remember 
well. And they did it despite having three 
children and living on a single, very aver- 
age income (my father’s). 

Such a scenario, except for the very 
few fortunate enough to earn an athletic 
or academic scholarship or whose parents 
are able and willing to pay the tab in full, 
is unthinkable nowadays. (Full disclo- 
sure: This author was the beneficiary of a 
“faculty brat’ steep tuition discount as an 
undergraduate, and was blessed to gradu- 
ate without debt of any kind.) The cost of 
four years’ worth of tuition (not to men- 
tion room and board, textbooks, and the 
myriad steep fees universities routinely 
assess for parking, use of athletic facili- 
ties, and the like) has soared far beyond 
the means of any student to pay at the time 
they are assessed. Tuition for in-state stu- 
dents at large land-grant universities — 
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which are usually reckoned 
among the better bargains — 
ranges from around $7,000 
per academic year (the Uni- 
versity of Wisconsin-Madi- 
son, for example) to just shy 
of $17,000 per year for Penn 
State University, the most ex- 
pensive land-grant institution 
in the country. Textbooks 
routinely cost hundreds of 
dollars apiece, and additional 
fees can run into the hundreds of dollars 
per semester. Room and board, whether in 
warren-like dorms with no semblance of 
curfews or quiet hours or in blocks of off- 
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campus “student housing,” where students 
often crowd in four or six per apartment in 
order to afford high rentals, will cost tens 
of thousands more. And because few col- 
lege students possess skills that will earn 
them more than entry-level work waiting 
tables, stocking shelves, or doing janitorial 
work, even students who forgo the parties, 
road trips, and other distractions of student 
life for part-time or even full-time work 
will not be able to avoid borrowing money 
to finance their education. 

And this is bargain-basement higher 
education. Many private “liberal arts col- 
leges” and Ivy League schools charge 
tens of thousands of dollars per year for 


Waiting for full employment: Thanks to the moribund economy, hundreds of thousands of 
college graduates, desperate to service their towering loans, now wait tables, perform janitorial 
duties, and carry out other jobs for which a college degree is completely unnecessary. 
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undergraduate tuition. Postgraduate tu- 
itions are steeper still, with even middle- 
tier law schools and MBA programs typi- 
cally charging tens of thousands of dollars 
per year for tuition. Medical schools, of 
course, are more expensive still, usually 
leaving freshly minted M.D.s with hun- 
dreds of thousands in debt. And a coveted 
M.D. or J.D. is no guarantee of success, 
as many bankrupt doctors and lawyers 
eventually discover. Many of them spend 
decades paying off towering debts; Presi- 
dent Obama himself has admitted to still 
carrying significant debt from his own law 
school days. 

Student loans, once incurred, can al- 
most never be discharged by bankruptcy, 
unlike nearly all other forms of debt. This 
was not always the case; legislation passed 
in 2005 turned even private student loans 
into no-risk ventures for banks, whereby 
borrowers could be compelled by almost 
any means possible to repay them, and no 
amount of personal hardship of the sort 
that usually drives otherwise responsible 
people into bankruptcy — serious health 
problems, accidents, business failures, 
and so on — could bring any relief to the 
debtor. 


Blowing Up College Costs 

This state of affairs has only been a few 
decades in the making, and has come 
about as a direct consequence of govern- 
ment interference in the higher education 
market on a massive scale. The federal 
government’s first foray into higher edu- 
cation was with the post-World War II G.L. 
bill, which conferred benefits on military 
veterans wishing to attend college. The 
Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944 
offered World War II veterans cash pay- 
ments covering both college tuition and 
living expenses. By 1956, more than two 
million war veterans had taken advantage 
of the bill, a government program that 
most Americans, grateful for the sacrifices 
of the World War II generation, perceived 
as beneficial and morally defensible de- 
spite its dubious constitutionality. 

Also in the 1950s, the federal govern- 
ment began offering loans to certain select 
students, mostly in engineering, science, 
and education, under the National Defense 
Education Act of 1958 (NDEA). This act, 
driven in part by American fears that the 
United States was falling behind the So- 
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The price of a profession: These incoming medical students, shown here taking the Hippocratic 
Oath, are willing to shoulder six-figure debts and many years of repayment in exchange for a 
medical degree. The high salaries commanded by M.D.s are often offset by heavy debts and 


interest left over from college and medical school. 


viet Union technologically (Sputnik had 
been launched the previous year), required 
all recipients to produce an affidavit deny- 
ing any belief in the overthrow of the U.S. 
government. Despite its distinctly anti- 
communist tone, the NDEA represented 
the first concrete steps to bring American 
colleges and universities under federal 
control, by manipulation of the student 
loan market. 

It was President Lyndon Johnson’s 
“Great Society” cluster of new govern- 
ment programs in the 1960s, however, that 
permanently entrenched the federal gov- 
ernment in the dubious business of sub- 
sidizing college educations. The Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (HEA) created a 
range of new scholarships and introduced 
subsidies for student loans. Title IV of 
this act provided for several categories of 
loans, now known as Stafford, Perkins, 
and PLUS loans. The former two were and 
are loans issued to students to help defray 
the cost of college up to certain limits, and 
subject to lax eligibility requirements. The 
Stafford loan, in its fully subsidized va- 
riety, is the most popular, since it allows 
students to borrow up to a total of more 
than $50,000 without having any interest 
accrue until after the end of a six-month 
grace period following graduation, drop- 
ping out, or going to less than full-time 


student status. Not only that, repayment 
(and the accrual of interest) on such loans 
can be deferred if the student continues 
with graduate-level studies. A student thus 
can borrow tens of thousands of dollars to 
finance an undergraduate education, and 
then defer payment and interest accrual on 
the loan for years afterwards while work- 
ing ona J.D., Ph.D., and so forth. Taxpay- 
ers must cover the interest accrued on such 
loans during periods of interest deferral. 
PLUS loans, meanwhile, allow parents to 
borrow government money to pay for their 
children’s college education. PLUS loans 
ordinarily require repayment to begin 
within 60 days of issuance, but they may 
also be used to cover part-time as well as 
full-time schooling. 

Since 1965, the HEA has been reau- 
thorized nine times, each time with more 
and more aid monies and education ben- 
efit programs superadded. Federal student 
loans and grants have always been billed 
as a tool to keep college education afford- 
able, but in the nearly 50 years since HEA 
was first passed, they have done precisely 
the opposite. This is because government 
manipulation of the credit markets, os- 
tensibly to keep borrowing rates afford- 
able for the “little guy,” always does the 
opposite. By driving interest rates below 
what the market would otherwise set, such 
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According to data gleaned from the 


Bureau of Labor Statistics, 21.62 percent, 


or 482,784, of all customer service 


representatives have a college degree; 
alongside them are 13.4 percent of waiters 
and waitresses (317,759) and 16.64 percent 
of secretaries and administrative assistants. 


government actions not only encourage 
excessive borrowing, they also drive costs 
up. Put otherwise: In the college educa- 
tion market, potential customers (students 
and their parents) know they will have ac- 
cess to credit on terms far laxer than what 
they would get if they borrowed from a 
private party without government subsi- 
dies, underwriting, or guarantees. This 
makes them more willing to borrow than 
would otherwise be the case, and allows 
colleges and universities to charge more 
for tuition, fees, and other services, be- 
cause they know this artificial credit mar- 
ket can bear it, at least in the short run. It 
also allows others participating in the col- 
lege education marketplace — textbook 


publishers, for example 
— to charge vastly more 
for their products than they 
could possibly get for com- 
parable markets outside of 
the higher education sector. 
Thus a hardcover non-text- 
book volume of 500 pages, 
with color pictures and a 
dust jacket, that might re- 
tail for $40 on Amazon. 
com, would cost several 
hundred dollars if repack- 
aged and sold as a course textbook. Of 
course, college textbooks are often written 
and edited by large teams of authors and 
printed on glossy, very high-quality paper 
when compared with the latest mass-mar- 
ket history tome by David McCullough. 
But that’s precisely the point: While there 
is no reason a physics or economics text- 
book could not be authored by one person 
and printed on the same type of paper, and 
with the same proportion of illustrations, 
as any other hardcover, they are not, be- 
cause those who manufacture and market 
textbooks are well aware that market dis- 
tortions allow students (or their parents) 
to pony up $500 to $1,000 per semester 
for textbooks. 
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Textbook case of profiteering: Spiraling college tuition isn’t the only contributor to the high 

cost of a college education. Textbook publishers, aware of the access to cheap credit enjoyed by 
college students, charge astronomical prices for textbooks. Students often pay a thousand dollars 
or more per semester just to purchase a few books. 
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And this same type of distorted pricing is 
found in many parts of the higher education 
sector. When I was an undergraduate in the 
1980s, for example, students were allowed 
to use swimming pools, weight rooms, rac- 
quetball courts, and the like for free, as long 
as they could flash a current student ID. 
Today, at the very same institution, students 
are charged a fee every semester for use of 
such physical-fitness facilities, which typi- 
cally ranges from $50 to $100. 


Costs Lead to Cultural Changes 
For those of us associated with higher edu- 
cation for decades, the vertiginous rise of 
tuition rates and the proliferation of fees 
have wrought a wholesale transformation 
in the culture of higher education. For one 
thing, because a college education has 
become prohibitively costly, a higher and 
higher proportion of students, understand- 
ably worried about their ability to repay 
debts, are focusing more and more on de- 
gree tracks that will maximize their training 
and earning potential in areas like business 
management, accounting, and computer 
technology. A four-year college degree, 
after all, costs the same whether it is in 
history or in nursing — but in bottom-line 
terms, the latter is a far better investment. 
Students who perceive a college educa- 
tion as merely a glorified license to prac- 
tice accounting, hotel management, or in- 
formation security tend to regard required 
courses in history, writing, mathematics, 
art, foreign languages, culture, and the 
like as pointless encumbrances foisted on 
them by an outdated system of education- 
al values, and complain ceaselessly about 
being “forced” to take courses that will 
have nothing to do with running a hotel or 
analyzing a corporate balance sheet. 
Colleges and universities, in their turn, 
are responding to students’ demands by 
deprioritizing and defunding programs 
in the humanities and in other traditional 
areas where student demand has fallen. 
My employer, a large land-grant univer- 
sity that was founded in the mid-19th 
century primarily to promote agricultural 
research and development, has responded 
to budget shortfalls during the Great Re- 
cession by making massive cuts in what 
was once its flagship program, the College 
of Agriculture — this because relatively 
few students want to pursue a career in 
agriculture anymore. 
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Paying for frills: Universities and colleges see the need to erect expensive new recreational facilities, like this college gymnasium, and have built 
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dorm complexes, sports stadiums, and other showpiece buildings far beyond what a post-bubble real estate market can possibly justify. All of these 
glitzy facilities have to be paid for, and student tuition, subsidized by taxpayer dollars, is the ticket. 


Colleges and universities everywhere 
have been moving aggressively to re- 
structure along corporate lines, with le- 
gions of bureaucrats tasked with writing 
and enforcing volumes of administrative 
protocol. In other words, American col- 
leges and universities are transforming 
into behemoth business, trade, and tech- 
nical schools, and moving away from the 
relatively exclusive model of liberal edu- 
cation that animated their founders. Men 
like Eli Yale, Benjamin Franklin, Thomas 
Jefferson, and Ezra Cornell, all of whom 
founded elite universities that today ser- 
vice tens of thousands of American stu- 
dents, perceived universities as institutions 
dependent on endowments and donations 
by wealthy idealists who wished to further 
cultural advancement in areas where inno- 
vation would not necessarily be profitable 
— in mathematics, in philology, in the 
study of history, and the like. Such institu- 
tions were designed primarily for the com- 
paratively few individuals interested in 
becoming either academics — scientists, 
teachers, and researchers — or quasi-aca- 
demic, highly skilled professionals in law, 
medicine, and a few other areas. In such a 
context, early American universities were 
indeed centers where learning advanced. 
Men like Harvard’s Benjamin Peirce, 
America’s first mathematical physicist 
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and astrophysicist, and Albert Michelson, 
a physicist at the Case School of Applied 
Science at Cleveland, and the first Ameri- 
can scientist to receive a Nobel Prize, once 
defined the American academic landscape. 
Such innovators are still to be found, espe- 
cially in enclaves of high-level theoretical 
science like Cal Tech and the Princeton 
Institute for Advanced Study, but today’s 
universities are dominated by legions of 
students putting in their time in exchange 
for a coveted admission ticket to a remu- 
nerative profession or trade, and by un- 
wieldy bureaucracies dedicated to getting 
them there at an inflated cost. 

Another consequence of this new higher 
education market has been the well-doc- 
umented “dumbing down” of standards. 
Because 21st-century college education 
comes with the expectation of optimal 
employability with minimal effort, and 
because colleges and universities are no 
longer competing merely for elite stu- 
dents desiring an education for its own 
sake but for masses of businessmen and 
accountant wannabes, college faculties 
are under withering pressure to make sure 
that coursework does not inconvenience 
tuition-paying clients. 

Yet another consequence is the politi- 
cization of college curricula, especially 
in the humanities, where, given heavy 


dependence on government funding and 
subsidies, outlandish modern disciplines 
like Lesbian and Gay Studies enjoy clout 
all out of proportion to the actual valid- 
ity of program content or demand among 
college students. Absent shrill special in- 
terest groups lobbying politicians on be- 
half of such programs, it is inconceivable 
that colleges and universities would go to 
the trouble to sustain them — this, while 
degree programs in the likes of classical 
studies and philosophy are jettisoned al- 
most routinely. 


Traded In for Trade Schools 

All of this — skyrocketing costs, dumbed- 
down curricula, a de-emphasis on more 
traditional fields in favor of professional 
certification and programs promoting radi- 
cal social agendas, and top-heavy admin- 
istration and bureaucracy — is the conse- 
quence of decades-old systemic market 
distortions created by federal government 
interference in higher education, espe- 
cially with subsidized student loans and 
grants. As with all other asset bubbles, this 
one is about more than just astronomical 
prices; the entire makeup of the system 
has changed (indeed, the fact that it can 
be characterized as a “system” in the first 
place is indicative of central planning). 
Probably the most pernicious of all side 
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effects of this bubble is the transforma- 
tion of colleges and universities into trade 
schools issuing degrees that, in more level- 
headed times, would be deemed a waste of 
money. Why, after all, should someone in- 
tending to inherit the family business have 
a college degree? Or, for that matter, an in- 
surance salesman, investment advisor, ac- 
countant, hotel manager, or any of a host 
of other entrants in well-paid professions, 
let alone the overwhelming majority of 
America’s entrepreneurial class? It is no 
accident that many of America’s most suc- 
cessful individuals, like Kirk Kerkorian 
and Bill Gates, do not possess college de- 
grees. Nor, once in the not-so-recent past, 
was a college degree deemed a necessity 
for the multitudes of people who perform 
much of America’s most important work. 
Even with a college degree, prospective 
insurance salesmen or financial planners, 
for example, must still undergo rigorous 
training and licensing designed to ac- 
quaint them with the intricacies of their 
field. Such people, understandably, have 
little use for a freshman writing course. So 
why insist on college at all? 

The hard truth is that the pre-World War 
II way of doing things, in which higher 
education was divided between colleges/ 
universities on the one hand and trade and 
business schools on the other, with huge 
numbers of successful professionals neither 
wanting nor needing a college education 
at all, was far more beneficial than what 
we have today. Many of America’s most 
successful men from that era, including 
inventors Thomas Edison and the Wright 
brothers, journalist H. L. Mencken, and 
entrepreneurs like Henry Ford and John 
D. Rockefeller, never got a college degree 
(Rockefeller founded two universities but 
never attended one; probably the richest 
American in history, Rockefeller’s expo- 


| remember a particular professor 
from my undergraduate years, who 
got his Ph.D. from the University of 


Pennsylvania, the lvy League school 
founded by Ben Franklin, who told me that 
his tuition bill back in the early 50s was 
around 50 dollars per semester. 
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Debt jockey: Millions of American college students depend on bank student-loan representatives, 
such as this employee of the Bank of North Dakota, to finance their education. Banks are generous 
in doling out loans, but not at all forgiving when unemployed or underemployed college graduates 


find themselves unable to service their debt. 


sure to post-secondary education was lim- 
ited to a 10-week course in business). All 
of which is to say that success is not neces- 
sarily measurable in terms of credit hours. 

None of which is to disparage com- 
mendable research into business, ac- 
counting, and management by competent 
researchers. Most business students, how- 
ever, do not aim to become professors at 
Wharton; they instead seek a basic knowl- 
edge of the trade, which usually can be 
more efficiently provided by America’s 
many excellent business schools and for- 
profit universities (like the University of 
Phoenix), without the costly frills of a uni- 
versity B.A. or B.S. 

And the time is fast approaching that 
American parents and their college-age 
children will come to this realization, in 
droves. As the economic slowdown drags 
on with no rebound in hous- 
ing or employment, more 
and more will perceive the 
inflated costs of a college 
degree as a hindrance to suc- 
cess. They will discover that 
their tastes and talents are 
better served by entrepre- 
neurial activity, or by pursu- 
ing a vocational or business 
degree at cheaper commu- 
nity colleges, trade schools, 
and online programs. Just as 


America is learning to adjust to new re- 
alities occasioned by bursting bubbles in 
stocks and real estate and to long-term 
high unemployment, so too will our coun- 
try soon recalibrate its cultural expecta- 
tions regarding college educations. In 
coming years, look either for college en- 
rollments to decline sharply or for colleges 
and universities to make massive cuts in 
expenses, including faculty pay and ben- 
efits, administrative costs, and building 
construction, among many other things. 
The distortions brought about by gov- 
ernment interference in higher educa- 
tion, and especially the subsidizing of 
student loans, have had every bit as far 
reaching an effect on the higher educa- 
tion sector as government subsidies and 
other distortions of the real estate sector 
have had on the housing market, and the 
outcome will be no less wrenching. But 
as with the rupturing of the real estate 
bubble, the coming agonizing return to 
sanity brought about by the collapse of 
the student loan house of cards will lead 
in the long run to a more reasonable bal- 
ance between costs and benefits. In the 
short run, America’s colleges and uni- 
versities face a painful day of reckoning, 
but in the long run, they will move to- 
ward providing the higher-quality, more 
affordable education that academically 
inclined Americans used to enjoy. 
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school at Home 
or Homeschooling? 


The trend of educating children at home is blossoming, 
but not all available curricula are created equal. To reach 
desired outcomes, parents need to choose carefully. 


ra 
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Parent power: Homeschooled children typically score above average on SAT and ACT tests that 
colleges use for admission. And they are often well grounded morally. 


by Dave Bohon 


ver the past several years an edu- 
O cational phenomenon has been 
exploding across America. Fed up 
with the homogenized, secular indoctrina- 
tion; embrace of dysfunctional and sexual- 
ized behavior; and tolerance for rebellious 
and unruly children that largely define 
public education in the United States, an 
increasing number of parents are pulling 
their kids out of the local schools and opt- 
ing instead for a home education plan. 
According to Dr. Brian Ray of the Na- 
tional Home Education Research Institute 
(NHERIJ), as of 2010 there were, by best 
estimates, over two million homeschooled 
students ages five to 18 in the United 
States, with the population of home edu- 
cated students growing by up to six per- 
cent every year. While the reasons parents 
choose to teach their kids at home may 
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vary, what is clear is that homeschooled 
kids outshine their public-schooled coun- 
terparts on just about every level. 

Home-educated students typically score 
15 to 30 points above public-school stu- 
dents on standardized achievement tests — 
and they do so regardless of their parents’ 
level of formal education. These taught-at- 
home students also typically score above 
the average on the SAT and ACT tests col- 
leges use for admission — which means 
that most universities love having them, 
and in many cases actively recruit them. 
And while opponents warn that home- 
schooled students miss out on crucial op- 
portunities for socialization provided in 
a public-school setting, the truth is that 
children educated at home typically score 
above average in tests of social, emotional, 
and psychological development. 

Dr. Ray told THE NEW AMERICAN that 
increasingly parents throughout the United 


States are turning toward home-based edu- 
cation because “they want solid academics 
for their children, values and worldview 
that they choose rather than what the state 
chooses, stronger family relationships, and 
individualized education rather than a one- 
size-fits-all system.” He added that many 
concerned parents are fed up with the lax 
behavioral standards prevalent in most 
public schools. 

Over the past 30 years, the traditional 
homeschool model has earned a reputation 
for providing the foundation many parents 
want for their children. With the help of pri- 
vate, free-market homeschool curriculums 
like A Beka, Bob Jones, A.C.E., and Alpha 
Omega — all with Christian foundations 
— tens of thousands of families raised a 
generation of Americans with solid aca- 
demics, along with crucial scriptural train- 
ing and the principles of Americanism that 
are essential to the nation’s future. 

As homeschooling gained widespread 
popularity throughout the 1990s, the 
public-education establishment found it 
increasingly difficult to stop the exodus 
of families seeking something better for 
their children. But with the introduction 
of online learning in the late 1990s, a 
core of education “entrepreneurs” sug- 
gested that, using the charter-school 
concept, public schools might just offer 
their own version of homeschooling that 
would allow students to fulfill all the re- 
quirements set by a district — but instead 
of going to a classroom they could use an 
online curriculum. 

One of those entrepreneurs was former 
U.S. Education Secretary William Ben- 
nett, who in 1999 helped found a company 
called K12, which has gone on to be a lead- 
ing player in what has become known as 
the “Virtual Academy.” Companies like 
K12 contract with school districts to pro- 
vide curriculum and education consultants, 
in return reaping part of the local, state, and 
federal tax money that the district gets for 
each student. The families that sign on to 
these public-school virtual academies get 
“free homeschooling” for their kids — 
which typically includes “free” computers 
and other perks — while the school district 
retains the per-student monies it would 
have lost had those families gone with an- 
other homeschool option. It all sounds like 
a win-win scenario, right? 
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Do more than “try”: Most every school, public and private, claims to prepare students for college, 


but professors say the schools are failing. Some online programs, such as FreedomProject 
Education, actually provide a classical education where logic and learning flourish. 


Wrong! Companies like K12 and Con- 
nections Academy have exerted great ef- 
fort to convince the public that they are 
providing a quality homeschool option 
through public schools. 

But homeschool experts point out that 
these public-school virtual academies 
have little in common with traditional 
homeschooling. Dr. Ray noted that while 
traditional homeschooling has always 
been privately funded and privately pur- 
sued, public-school virtual academies are 
tax-funded, state-run, and state-controlled. 
Ray emphasized that in the virtual acade- 
my model, “the state chooses and controls 
the curriculum — that which is used to 
teach, train, and indoctrinate the student.” 

By contrast, he said, “in home-based 
education and private schools, parents and 
private organizations get to decide what is 
used to teach, train, and indoctrinate chil- 
dren. The center of power and control with 
a virtual academy is the state; in private 
education, it is parents, family, and freely- 
chosen private associations.” 

While K12 boasts that online public 
school offers “powerful choices for par- 
ents,” and other virtual academies in- 
sist that their curricula give parents and 
students flexibility, a majority of those 
“choices” and flexibility are lost when it 
comes to one important element that has 
always been essential to a majority of 
homeschool parents: Christian instruction. 
Israel Wayne, a noted education expert, au- 
thor, and publisher of the Home School Di- 
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gest, explained that when parents contract 
with a state-run virtual academy to teach 
their kids, they are essentially surrender- 
ing their right to teach biblical concepts to 
their children in their homes (or elsewhere) 
during the scheduled school day. 

And why is that? Students enrolled in 
a virtual academy are part of a charter 
school, and “any school that receives gov- 
ernment funds is prohibited by law from 
allowing what is considered to be sectarian 
religious teaching,” Wayne said. 

In addition, since online students are 
enrolled in a local school district, and are 
under the direction of teachers assigned 
through the school (parents are merely 
“learning coaches”), they are suscepti- 
ble to whatever social indoctrination the 
school deems important for students to 
embrace — from the prevailing attitudes 
on homosexuality, contraception, and 
abortion, to the science curriculum’s take 
on evolution. 

Virtually all experts and leaders in the 
traditional homeschool community have 
condemned K12-style public-school vir- 
tual academies as an unworkable option 
for parents who want a homeschool expe- 
rience for their children that they control 
and guide. 

The Home School Legal Defense As- 
sociation (HSLDA), the leading organiza- 
tion defending the rights of homeschool 
families, has strongly cautioned parents 
against enrolling their children in virtual 
charter schools. “Many homeschoolers 


are seduced by attractive marketing and 
forget that virtual charter schools are 
actually controlled by the public school 
system,” said a recent HSLDA article on 
online charter schools. The organization 
added that it “does not represent stu- 
dents enrolled in full-time charter school 
programs.” 

While K12/Connections-style virtual 
academies may be a bad fit for home- 
schoolers, there are, nonetheless, some 
online homeschool curricula that not only 
provide solid academics, but which also 
reinforce the Christian and Americanist 
values a majority of homeschool parents 
say they want for their kids. 

One of the most recent is FreedomPro- 
ject Education (FPE), a K-12 online cur- 
riculum that combines basic academic sub- 
jects with disciplines that hearken back to 
the classical tradition of past generations. 
In fact, the motto for FPE is “A Classical 
Education in the Tradition of America’s 
Founders,’ and its stated mission is to em- 
power students “to understand, enjoy, and 
preserve the freedom and moral respon- 
sibility embodied in America’s founding 
principles.” 

FPE founder Alan Scholl noted that the 
program offers the basic courses parents 
would expect in any quality homeschool 
curriculum. “But we also offer solid col- 
lege prep classes like logic, American 
Studies, Latin and other foreign languag- 
es, and even Biblical Studies,” he said. 
“FreedomProject is classical education 
for the modern age, the kind of education 
George Washington and our Founding 
Fathers received. And it’s all delivered 
with a state-of-the-art online learning 
system.” 

Scholl said that with many parents in 
search of a solid curriculum that will pre- 
pare their kids for the future, they need 
look no further that FPE. “We have taken 
great care to design a curriculum that 
teaches solid academics, along with the 
fundamentals of liberty, citizenship, and 
Americanist-minded independence,” he 
said. “The flexible, affordable, and high- 
quality alternative to government educa- 
tion is here, for anyone who is seeking 
a better way to educate their children, 
or supplement their own efforts through 
homeschooling.” 

For more information about Freedom- 
Project Education, visit FPEUSA.org. @ 
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UNITED NATIONS 


AP Images 


The UN's Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) 


The UN's proposed Arms Trade Treaty, (temporarily) rejected the week of July 23, would 
have disarmed citizens and left many nations vulnerable to genocide. 


> 


Gun ban coming to United States? The United Nations’ Arms Trade Treaty may tread carefully 


around the U.S. Second Amendment on the surface, but the global body’s militant opposition to 
guns not controlled by governments has been clear since at least 1999. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


he United Nations failed to put the 

finishing touches on a global gun 

control treaty in New York on July 
27, a treaty that would have threatened the 
U.S. Constitution’s Second Amendment 
and promised to allow future genocidal 
governments to kill with impunity. The 
aborted global Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) 
would have obligated nations who sign it 
to create national firearms registries and 
establish collection methods for firearms 
not owned by government forces. 

The month-long United Nations con- 
ference to draw up the ATT failed to 
achieve consensus after the United States, 
Russia, and China requested more time 
to consider a draft treaty, according to 
United Nations officials. The draft treaty 
required unanimity among the nations as- 
sembled in order to advance. 
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The Obama administration had ini- 
tially supported the ATT process, revers- 
ing a U.S. vote at the UN in 2006 (under 
the Bush administration) against an ATT, 
on the condition that a proposed ATT 
be unanimously adopted. The Obama 
administration’s ambassador even deliv- 
ered a July 12 speech at the convention 
in support of the agreement. But after 
the draft treaty was released, the Obama 
administration asked for more time to 
consider the treaty, effectively killing the 
agreement. 

The Obama administration may have 
backed away from the treaty because of 
high domestic political pressure and the 
obvious fact that the treaty wouldn’t be 
ratified by two-thirds of the U.S. Senate. 
Some 56 U.S. senators — a majority — 
wrote a July 26, 2011 letter to President 
Obama and Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton opposing the UN global gun reg- 


istry, according to the National Rifle As- 
sociation, claiming “the establishment of 
any sort of international gun registry that 
could impede upon the privacy rights of 
law-abiding gun owners is a non-starter.” 
Senatorial opinion did not appear to have 
shifted in the intervening year between 
the letter and the UN conference. 

Although the treaty didn’t go so far 
as to ban private ownership of firearms 
outwardly, this has been the motivation 
behind the private non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) attending UN 
disarmament conferences since the UN 
committed itself to disarming civilians in 
2001. The UN’s “Programme of Action” 
adopted in 2001 established the global 
body’s view that national governments 
should enact national gun registration: 
“These records should be organized and 
maintained in such a way as to ensure 
that accurate information can be prompt- 
ly retrieved and collated by competent 
national authorities.” 

Also part of the UN’s 2001 “pro- 
gramme” (even the spelling of its agenda 
is foreign to Americans) is the require- 
ment that nations engage in firearms 
collection, suggesting the formation of 
rules “to develop and implement, where 
possible, effective disarmament, demo- 
bilization and reintegration programmes, 
including the effective collection, control, 
storage and destruction of small arms and 
light weapons.” (Emphasis added.) 

UN officials are undaunted by their fail- 
ure. “I am disappointed that the Confer- 
ence on the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) con- 
cluded its four-week-long session without 
agreement on a treaty text that would have 
set common standards to regulate the in- 
ternational trade in conventional arms,” 
UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon said 
ina July 27 statement. Ban termed the lack 
of agreement a “setback,” but said that the 
UN’s commitment to signing “a robust 
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Part of the UN’s 2001 “programme” 


(even the spelling of its agenda is foreign 


to Americans) is the requirement that 
nations engage in firearms collection. 


ATT is steadfast” and that the global body 
would continue to work toward what he 
termed “a noble goal.” 

The long-term legacy of an eventual 
ATT — if successful — may be more 
genocide by governments around the 
world. As scholars Jay Simkin and Alan 
M. Rice noted in their breakthrough 1994 
book Lethal Laws: 


The down-side of “gun control” is 
genocide. There have been at least 
seven major genocides in [the 20th] 
century, involving 50-60 million 
victims, using conservative esti- 
mates. In every case, a “gun control” 
law was in force before the genocide 
began. In five of these cases, the le- 
thal law — the “gun control” law 
— was already in force when the 
“genocide regime” took control of 
the government. 
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Fruits of Rwandan gun control: Rwanda was still burying victims of its government’s genocide 


Simkin and Rice translated 
and published in English the 
gun laws in nations where 
governments committed 
genocide against their own 
citizens, concluding: “Major 
genocides do not appear to 
have occurred in the 20th 
Century without the prior 
enactment of ‘gun control’ laws.” 

A project of Jews for the Preservation of 
Firearms Ownership, Lethal Laws noted 
that gun control — not the banning of all 
guns but instead putting all guns into the 
hands of governments — actually mul- 
tiplied the number of gun deaths. They 
noted that Hitler’s confiscatory gun laws 
allowed for the Holocaust, and concluded 
that the homicide rate when guns were in- 
volved was much higher when countries 
instituted gun control than when there was 
no gun control: “With an American-style 
murder rate it would take 400 years for 
Europe’s common criminals to murder as 
many people as the Nazi government mur- 
dered in just 13 years.” 

Killings by governments have long out- 
paced deaths by criminal bands, accord- 
ing to uncontested scholarly research. The 
University of Hawaii’s R. J. Rummel noted 
in studies (such as his landmark Death by 
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a decade after the slaughter. The United Nations helped to implement laws that disarmed the 
victims, but secured an arms deal for the genocidal government. 
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Government) that governments in the 20th 
century killed many more people during 
peacetime than during wars, and that both 
death in war and death in peacetime at the 
hands of government dwarfed death totals 
at the hands of criminals and private citi- 
zens. Handing government a monopoly on 
firearms is, as Jews for the Preservation of 
Firearms Ownership demonstrated, a pre- 
scription for multiplying death. 

As Second Amendment specialist David 
Kopel noted of the Ugandan genocide in the 
late 1970s: “[Idi] Amin’s army numbered 
about 25,000 and his secret police — the 
‘State Research Bureau’ — only 3,000. The 
army was ill-disciplined and incompetent, 
and collapsed not long after Amin began 
his ill-advised war against Tanzania in late 
1978. How could such a small and pathetic 
army get away with mass murder against a 
nation of thirteen million people? Is it pos- 
sible that a disarmed Ugandan population 
was easier to murder than an armed one?” 
Amin succeeded in killing some 100,000- 
500,000 Ugandans before his eventual 
ouster in 1979. 

In 1994 in Rwanda, as in the Ugandan 
genocide, the guns that were considered 
“legal” and “illicit” under gun control 
laws were the ones owned by the victims 
of genocide. In that country, in what would 
likely be a prelude if the ATT were passed 
and enforced, the United Nations helped 
facilitate the genocide by arranging arms 
deals to the Hutu-majority government 
forces, making it complicit in the geno- 
cide of some 800,000 innocent Tutsis. 
Gun control in Rwanda was so effectively 
implemented — in part with UN “peace- 
keeper” assistance — that much of the 
genocide against Tutsis was able to be car- 
ried out by Hutu-aligned government forc- 
es using machetes — not guns! Simkin 
and Rice concluded in Lethal Laws that 
“in recent decades, common technologies 
have boosted governments’ powers over 
citizens. [And] enforcement of ‘gun con- 
trol’ laws makes citizens more vulnerable 
than ever to this enhanced government 
power. We cannot possibly abolish gov- 
ernment. To prevent further genocides we 
can — and must — abolish ‘gun control.’” 
The United Nations — with the tepid help 
of the Obama administration — continues 
to be bent upon doing precisely the oppo- 
site. But at least their designs were dealt a 
serious setback on July 27. 
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Cabbie Stops Rape 


Thanks to the intervention of a New York 
City cab driver, a young woman was able 
to escape the tragedy of being raped. And 
despite the city-wide search for the identity 
of the cab driver, he remains anonymous. 

According to PIX11, at approximately 
3:00 a.m. on July 3, a young woman was 
entering the 42nd street subway entrance 
in Manhattan on her way to her home in 
the Bronx after a night out. A vehicle had 
stopped on the street near the entrance, 
and the driver offered her a ride. 

Strangely, she accepted the ride and gave 
the driver her address to enter into his GPS. 
When police later asked the woman why 
she accepted the man’s offer, she answered 
that he seemed trustworthy. He also had 
another passenger in the vehicle who was 
visibly intoxicated and entirely incoherent. 

The driver began to head north toward 
the victim’s home but took a detour that led 
him into Jersey. He then told the woman 
that he would not let her out of his vehicle 
until she pleased him sexually. He contin- 
ued his drive toward the entrance of Pali- 
sades Interstate Parkway in Ft. Lee, New 
Jersey. The driver slowed his car in order 
to make it onto the parkway entrance and 
the victim took that opportunity to jump 
out of the car. 

The driver pulled over and chased her, 
and she grabbed onto a traffic sign and 
held on tightly, as he tried to pry her off of 
it. She yelled, “Help me! I’m being raped,” 
drawing the cab driver’s attention. 

The anonymous driver pulled over, 
frightening the offender away. He then 
waited with the victim until police arrived, 
and left shortly after they showed up. 

In the meantime, the offender was so 
afraid of getting caught that he drove at 
speeds of approximately 110 mph, said 
witnesses, and crashed his vehicle into 
two trees. The vehicle flipped twice be- 
fore the driver was ejected from the car 
and was killed in a fireball that resulted 
from the crash. 

Fortunately, the other passenger in the 
vehicle survived, though he too was ejected 
from the vehicle during the crash. Primary 
investigators did not immediately release 
the identity of the cab driver who rescued 
the woman. Police sources told PIX11 
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News that his first name is Azaal, but his 
last name remains under wraps for the time 
being. Specifically, police had identified 
him as the driver of a New York City me- 
dallion-certified yellow cab, as opposed to 
being a cabdriver from North Jersey, where 
the attempted sexual assault took place. 


Two Water Rescues 


in Two Weeks 


While hundreds of people looked on, 
Lawrence Bowers, a middle-aged dad 
from Brooklyn, New York, jumped into 
the Atlantic Ocean at Coney Island to 
save a 65-year-old man who had attempt- 
ed suicide. 

Bowers was walking along the board- 
walk of Coney Island on June 22 when 
he spotted a body floating face down 
near the shore. “There were hundreds of 
people watching but no one was helping,” 
the 49-year-old told the Daily News. “He 
wasn’t even trying to keep himself up.... 
I said now I got to take action. I need to 
help this man.” 

Bowers turned to the friends with whom 
he had been fishing on the pier and told 
them, “I’m going in.” He quickly removed 
his shoes, climbed down a piling, and 
jumped into the Atlantic Ocean. 

As Bowers attempted to reach the man, 
strong currents were pulling him out of 
Bowers’ reach. “I put everything I had into 
getting to him but the current was pulling 
him farther and farther away,” he recalled. 
“T knew in my heart that if I didn’t get to 
this man he could die.” 

When Bowers got within a foot of the 
floating man, a rescue helicopter arrived 
and threw Bowers a life preserver. Rescue 
divers jumped from the helicopter into the 
water and pulled the unresponsive man into 
a boat where he was given CPR. The man 
was rushed to Coney Island Hospital where 
he was said to be in serious condition. Bow- 
ers was also taken to the hospital for safe 
measure, but was released a few hours later. 

Amazingly, Bowers’ attempted rescue 
of the 65-year-old man came two weeks 
after he saved a young child from the wa- 
ters of Coney Island when he heard the 
cries of the boy’s mother. 


Pets Saved From Fires 


Most people expect law-enforcement of- 
ficers to serve and protect people, but for 
some of those officers, their duty is not 
limited to the human race. Larimer County 
Sheriff Justin Smith of Colorado believes 
that service should be extended to animals 
as well, 9news.com reported in June. 

Sheriff Smith had been working on the 
High Park Fire for two weeks. While fire- 
fighters were fighting the flames, Smith 
was meeting with local residents who had 
been removed from their homes for their 
safety. Homeowner Ray Mullins, who had 
left his cabin earlier that day for lunch and 
had returned to blocked off roads, took this 
opportunity to ask Smith a question. 

“T said ‘is there any way to have a wel- 
fare check on a cabin in the fire zone, and 
see if our dog’s alright?’” Mullins said. 
“And he said ‘see me after the meeting.” 
Both Ray and his wife, Lynn, were very 
concerned about the welfare of their dog, 
who was still inside the cabin. “We had no 
idea the fate of the dog,” Lynn said. 

After Sheriff Smith met with local resi- 
dents, he and Mullins jumped into Smith’s 
vehicle and made their way into the fire 
zone. “When I crawled in his car, it was 
loaded with maps and sack lunches, and 
water bottles,’ Mullins said. ““That’s when 
I realized he’d been on the High Park Fire.” 

They drove as far as they could into the 
fire zone before they had to park the car 
and start to walk. “My leg started cramp- 
ing, and he went ahead and took the key 
to the cabin and said, ‘Ill go ahead and 
get the dog,’” Mullins said. After half an 
hour, Sheriff Smith returned from Mullins’ 
cabin and informed him that the cabin was 
still standing. He had the dog with him too. 

“The people of Larimer County are 
lucky to have him as their sheriff,’ Mullins 
said. “He’s just, in my view, a tremendous 
individual.” 

In a similar tale of heroism and humani- 
tarianism reported by the Times Herald, a 
passerby in Port Huron, Michigan, noticed 
a home was ablaze and called to report the 
fire immediately. He then rushed into the 
home to save a chocolate lab before fire- 
fighters arrived. Fortunately, both the dog 
and the man were safe. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Trial Run for Interventionism 


The Spanish-American War began after Spain was blamed for the sinking of the USS Maine. 
But the war was provoked by powerful U.S. newspapers and served the interests of big banks. 


Seen and unseen: Frederic Remington's painting of 
the charge up San Juan Hill was among the images 
that would influence Americans’ perception of the 
war. But beyond the valor were political intrigues 


concealed from public view. 


by James Perloff 


.S. Secretary of State John Hay 
U called the Spanish-American War 

of 1898 a “splendid little war.” 
Superficially, the description seemed apt. 
After the battleship Maine mysteriously 
exploded in Havana Harbor — an inci- 
dent then blamed on Spain — America 
went to war, our citizens urged to free 
Cuba from Spanish rule as well as avenge 
the Maine. Largely a naval war, an Ameri- 
can squadron under Commodore George 
Dewey destroyed the Spanish squadron at 
Manila; likewise, the U.S. Navy crushed 
Spain’s Caribbean squadron off Cuba’s 
port of Santiago. In each engagement, the 
United States suffered only one fatality. 
Things went tougher for American troops 
in Cuba, where malaria and yellow fever 
proved as daunting as Spanish bullets. But 
American schoolchildren would thereafter 
thrill to tales of Teddy Roosevelt and his 
“Rough Riders,” and of the famed charge 
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up San Juan Hill. Defeated on land and 
sea, Spain sued for peace. The war lasted 
less than four months; our fighting forces 
distinguished themselves with valor; and 
the United States, acquiring territory from 
Puerto Rico to the Philippines, emerged as 
a “world power.” 

However, behind victory’s fervor lay 
deceptions, and principles of the Founding 
Fathers were discarded, portending future 
misery for Americans. 


Cuba: Background to a Battleground 

In the late 19th century, citizens were 
increasingly alarmed that monopolistic 
New York banking interests — repre- 
sented by such names as Morgan, Rock- 
efeller, Harriman, Carnegie, and Roths- 
child — were gaining a stranglehold on 
our economy. This helped inspire the 
1891 establishment of the Populist Party, 
a grassroots movement of dissatisfied 
voters who perceived increasingly fewer 
differences between the Democratic and 


Republican parties, many of whose boss- 
es were beholden to the bankers. 

The Wall Street cabal realized that to 
thwart populism, it would be expedient to 
remove attention from themselves by in- 
flaming Americans with hatred of another 
enemy. The enemy chosen was Spain, 
over the issue of Cuba. The reasons for 
this choice were as complex as they were 
sinister. 

Spain was Europe’s leading colonial 
power in the 16th and 17th centuries, oc- 
cupying much of North and South Amer- 
ica. Through treaties and local revolu- 
tions, Spain lost much of this territory by 
the 19th century, but still retained a few 
possessions — notably Cuba, the world’s 
wealthiest colony and largest sugar pro- 
ducer by the 1820s. 

Also in the late 19th century, a violent 
revolutionary movement hobbled Cuba’s 
prosperity. Most Americans considered 
this an internal Spanish affair. They had 
always viewed the purpose of our military 
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Navy crushed Spain's Caribbean 
off Cuba's port of Santiago. 
engagement, the United States 


only one fatality. Things went 
for American troops in Cuba, 
alaria and yellow fever proved as 


as Spanish bullets. 


as self-defense; furthermore, intervening 
in Cuba would have violated our neutral- 
ity laws. Transforming these attitudes re- 
quired manipulation of public opinion. 


Yellow Journalism 
Thomas Jefferson said in 1807: 


Nothing can now be believed which 
is seen in a newspaper. Truth itself 
becomes suspicious by being put 
into that polluted vehicle. The real 
extent of this state of misinformation 
is known only to those 
who are in situations to 
confront facts within their 
knowledge with the lies of 
the day. 


Regrettably, Jefferson’s senti- 
ments were little heeded in the 
1890s. And a new media rogue 
had arrived — William Ran- 
dolph Hearst, whose name be- 
came synonymous with “Yel- 
low (dishonest) Journalism.” 
In 1895, the wealthy Hearst 
purchased the New York Jour- 
nal and battled Joseph Pulit- 
zer’s New York World to achieve 
the nation’s highest circulation. 
Hearst won, learning that in jour- 
nalism, lies can become “truths” 
for the right price. But he and Pu- 
litzer shared a common goal: war 
with Spain over Cuba. 

Americans were told Cuba’s 
rebels were like our Revolution- 
ary War soldiers — men yearn- 
ing for self-government. While 
genuine patriots were among the 
Cuban insurgents, their leader, 
Maximo Gémez, was a Dominican-born 
revolutionary who could be compared 
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to Fidel Castro, not George 
Washington. 

Gomez avoided confront- 
ing Spanish troops, whom 
he could not hope to defeat. 
Instead he launched terror- 
ism. Attempting to expel the 
Spanish economically, he 
set ablaze millions of sugar 
cane acres, making the island 
a virtual torch. Cubans who 
refused to support him were 
hanged from trees or hacked 
to death with machetes as “traitors.” G6- 
mez’s men descended at night, setting small 
towns on fire after looting them. They stole 
all available cattle and horses, and at har- 
vest seized farmers’ crops — much like 
the bandits in the films The Seven Samurai 
and The Magnificent Seven. Gémez also 
seized the farmers’ sons, forcing them into 
his ranks. Within his army, he was feared 
as ruthless and dictatorial, meting out the 
death penalty by machete to soldiers with- 
out due process. 
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As a result, rural Cubans fled to forti- 
fied towns. But there was little work for 
them, and with Gémez torching all crops 
he couldn’t steal, famine began in Cuba. 
Hearst’s Journal and Pulitzer’s World re- 
ported none of this — except the starva- 
tion, which they blamed on the Spaniards, 
who were trying their best to feed the 
population under devastating conditions. 

Hearst and Pulitzer both claimed the 
problem was Cuba’s Spanish governor, 
General Valeriano Weyler, ordering “re- 
concentration” of citizenry into fortified 
towns. The accusation had a grain of truth. 
Weyler was sent to Cuba because the leni- 
ency of his predecessor, Arsenio Martinez 
Campos, had emboldened the revolution- 
aries. Since Gémez refused to fight in the 
open, Weyler decided to turn the tables — 
cut him off from his source of food and 
recruits. Weyler discovered that many Cu- 
bans still outside the fortified towns were 
Gomez sympathizers, acting as suppliers 
or spies. Weyler ordered them into the 
towns. This compounded the fam- 
ine, but didn’t start it. 

The Yellow Press called him 
“Butcher Weyler,” endlessly in- 
venting atrocities, such as Span- 
iards roasting Catholic priests. On 
October 6, 1896, Hearst’s Journal 

carried this headline: “CUBANS 
FED TO SHARKS. Cries Heard 
at Night — They are Taken Out- 
side the Harbor, and the Silent 


William Randolph Hearst, publisher of the New York Journal, pushed incessantly for war 
with Spain. To the left: the Journa/ two days after the Maine exploded. When the Naval Court 
of Inquiry declined to blame Spain, the newspaper rendered its own verdict. 
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Indignation: The infamous fake ‘ ‘strip- searching” picture. Hoping to provoke Americans to go to 
war to rescue “damsels in distress,” Hearst had his artists make dark-skinned Cuban women look 


like white Europeans. 


Ferryman Comes Back Alone.” Pulitzer’s 
World raved: “RAIDED A HOSPITAL 
— More than Forty Sick and Wounded 
Cubans Butchered.” But no hospital even 
existed in the region the World described. 

Hearst discovered that tales of atroci- 
ties against women struck a special chord 
with readers. In December 1896 his Jour- 
nal blared: “BUTCHERED 300 CUBAN 
WOMEN — Defenseless Prisoners Shot 
Down by Spanish Soldiers.” Americans 
were regaled with stories of Cuban “Ama- 
zon women” fighting the Spanish with 
Rambo-like ferocity. The New York Sun 
carried this headline in October 1896: 
“SHE SHOT SEVENTEEN SPANIARDS 

.. She did not Retire Before the Attack of 
the Regulars, But Picked Them Off, Man 
by Man.” 

Newspapers could not reproduce photo- 
graphs then, so drawings were used. This 
enabled Hearst to “authenticate” stories 
with artists’ fabrications. He hired noted 
painter Frederic Remington. After Rem- 
ington arrived in Havana in 1897, a fa- 
mous exchange occurred. Reportedly, he 
cabled Hearst: “Everything is quiet. There 
is no trouble. There will be no war. I wish 
to return.” Hearst replied: “Please remain. 
You furnish the pictures and I'll furnish 
the war.” Although Hearst denied this ex- 
change took place, the words embody the 
reality. 

Perhaps Remington’s most infamous 
illustration was a naked girl surrounded 
by three smirking Spanish ruffians, under 
Hearst’s Journal headline: “REFINED 
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YOUNG WOMEN STRIPPED AND 
SEARCHED BY BRUTAL SPANIARDS 
WHILE UNDER OUR FLAG.” In real- 
ity, a Cuban woman, who had aided the 
revolutionaries, was searched by a Span- 
ish matron, in privacy. Remington had not 
witnessed the event. 

Hearst’s reporters rarely ventured out- 
side Havana’s bars. Some never even trav- 
eled beyond Florida, where they forwarded 
tales spun by Cuban émigrés sympathetic 
to the revolutionaries. And some stories 
Hearst invented himself in New York. 

Reporters telling the truth were few. 
One was the New York Herald’s George 
Bronson Rea, who got information first- 
hand by riding with the rebels for nine 
months. He summarized his experiences 
in his book Facts and Fakes About Cuba. 

Although Rea favored Cuban indepen- 
dence, he proved that tales of Spanish 
oppression — beyond singular acts of 
revenge and counter-revenge one might 
expect in any war — were fabricated. He 
wrote: “I lived in Cuba for five years previ- 
ous to the insurrection, and spent the best 
part of my time in the country, and I must 
say that if the Cubans were oppressed, I 
failed to discover in what manner.” 

Rea demonstrated that the Yellow Press 
grossly exaggerated the number of reb- 
els, invented battles from thin air, knew 
little of Cuban geography, and eventually 
claimed the insurgents had captured more 
towns than existed. At the lunacy’s height, 
Pulitzer’s World said the rebels possessed 
a navy and had conquered Havana. 


Congress Moves Toward War 


Unfortunately, the Yellow Press drowned 
voices of men like Rea. This impacted not 
only public opinion, but members of Con- 
gress, many having no other information 
sources about Cuba. 

After the Journal’s fake “strip-searching 
women” piece, Congressman Amos Cum- 
mings introduced an angry resolution in 
response. Deceived by tales of “Americans 
starving in Cuba,” Congress appropriated 
$50,000 for their relief, but U.S. consuls 
in Cuba were hard-pressed finding “starv- 
ing Americans” to dispense the money to. 
The belligerently pro-war Senator John T. 
Morgan, chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, quoted extensively 
from a report in Hearst’s Journal; Mor- 
gan’s successor as chairman, John Sher- 
man, also relied on the Journal, calling it 
“one of the great journals of the country.” 

After President McKinley appointed 
Sherman secretary of state, the latter wrote 
to the Spanish government, condemning 
General Weyler’s forcefulness, and urging 
“conduct of the war in a manner respon- 
sive to the precepts of ordinary humanity.” 
However, Sherman’s brother was Civil 
War General William T. Sherman, whose 
“war is hell” tactics made him abominable 
to Southerners. This irony was not lost on 
the Spanish foreign minister, whose reply 
reminded the secretary of “the expedition 
of General Sherman, that illustrious and 
respected general, through Georgia and 
South Carolina.” 

According to Ferdinand Lundberg in his 
classic America’s Sixty Families, President 
William McKinley was beholden to the 
Rockefellers and Standard Oil. While gov- 
ernor of Ohio, McKinley went bankrupt, 
and was secretly bailed out by a syndicate 
headed by Rockefeller frontman Mark 
Hanna, who had known John D. since they 
were high-school classmates. Hanna be- 
came McKinley’s political manager. Many 
considered him the real White House boss; 
critics called the president “McHanna.” J. 
P. Morgan was another McKinley backer. 
Chicago’s Chronicle of April 14, 1898, 
commented: “The Rothschilds and the 
Morgans control the White House.” 

As American cries for war grew, Spain 
sought to avoid it. General Weyler was re- 
called; the “reconcentration” policy was 
to be substantially reformed; and Cuba 
was offered semi-autonomy, similar to 
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Canada’s relationship with Britain. Had 
McKinley and his controllers genuinely 
wanted peace, this should have placated 
them. Instead, the battleship Maine was 
dispatched to Cuba. 


Tragedy in Havana Harbor 

The Maine’s sinking remains the most en- 
during mystery of the Spanish-American 
War. One of McKinley’s riskiest appoint- 
ments was Teddy Roosevelt, as assistant 
secretary of the Navy. Roosevelt inces- 
santly pushed for a shooting war. Among 
his characteristic quotes: “McKinley is 
bent on peace, I fear.’ One afternoon in 
February 1898, Roosevelt exploited the 
absence of Navy Secretary John Long to 
put the Navy on a war footing; he cabled 
Commodore Dewey in Hong Kong to 
prepare to attack Manila — even though 
war had not begun. When Secretary 
Long learned of this, he didn’t revoke 
the order, but said of Roosevelt, “the very 
devil seemed to possess him yesterday 
afternoon.” 

On January 24, 1898, the inflamma- 
tory decision to send the Maine to Cuba 
was made at a White House meeting — 
of which no minutes were kept. Although 
the Spanish were advised that a warship 
would eventually visit, they were not 
expecting the Maine when it sailed into 
Havana January 25. This was unknown to 
the ship’s commander, Captain Charles 
Sigsbee, who wrote: “It became known to 
me afterward that the Maine had not been 
expected, even by the United States Con- 
sul General.” 

With potential war looming, by what 
“oversight” did Washington fail to notify 
both Spanish and American officials in 
Havana of the battleship’s arrival? Howev- 
er, if anyone hoped shooting would erupt 
in the harbor, leading to war, they were 
disappointed. The Spanish, courteously if 
coolly, welcomed the Maine and permitted 
her to dock. 
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te to soldiers without due process. 


ws a 


GRAY MRcir or — 


Savage depiction: The cover of the magazine Judge portrayed Spain as a semi-human ape, its 


foot on the American flag and its bloodied hand on the gravestone of the Maine's dead. 


William Randolph Hearst now pushed 
the war buttons harder. He had paid bribes 
to have the private correspondence of 
Spanish Ambassador Enrique Dupey de 
Léme spied upon. In a private letter to a 
friend, the ambassador called McKinley 
“weak and catering to the rabble,” “a low 
politician” who desired to “stand well with 
the jingos of his party.” In violation of dip- 
lomatic immunity, the letter was stolen and 
reprinted in Hearst’s Journal under the 
headline “THE WORST INSULT TO THE 
UNITED STATES IN ITS HISTORY.” 

In reality, the leader of 
Cuba’s insurgents, Maximo 
Gomez, had paid far worse 
insults to America, lambast- 
ing George Washington, 
claiming McKinley and 
Congress were “in the em- 
ploy of Spain,” and boasting 
that his men could lay waste 
to Florida in under a week. 


But Americans were not permitted to hear 
these words — only those of Dupey de 
Léme, who resigned in embarrassment. 
The Spanish government apologized, but 
Hearst and other “Yellow Journals” had 
driven anti-Spanish feelings to fever pitch. 

Two days later in Havana Harbor, a 
massive nighttime explosion tore apart 
the Maine. The horror was unimaginable. 
Of 355 crew members, 266 perished; only 
16 survivors escaped uninjured. The day 
after the incident, Hearst’s Journal already 
published artistic renderings of how it was 
supposedly done — torpedoes, placed 
under the ship, connected to the shore by 
electric wires. A Naval Court of Inquiry 
convened. After hearing testimony from 
witnesses and divers, it concluded that a 
submerged mine sank the Maine. How- 
ever, it fixed no responsibility for the deed. 

But the Yellow Press had no reserva- 
tions. Hearst’s Journal called it an act of 
“Spanish treachery.” As war cries intensi- 
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destruction is still debated to this day. 
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fied, a slogan was proclaimed: “Remem- 
ber the Maine and to hell with Spain!” 
This was probably intended to arouse the 
desire for vengeance in the same manner 
that “Remember the Alamo!” inspired 
Sam Houston’s troops at the 1836 battle 
of San Jacinto. There was a glaring differ- 
ence, however: The Mexican army unde- 
niably slaughtered the Alamo’s defenders, 
but no proof implicated Spain in the Maine 
tragedy. 

Spanish sailors risked their lives rescu- 
ing Maine survivors, who were cared for 
by Spanish doctors and nurses. The Span- 
ish had no motive to provoke America, 
and desperately tried to avoid war. Spain 
still had mostly wooden warships, many 
in disrepair, which could not match the 
firepower of America’s increasingly steel 
navy. Admiral Pascual Cervera, who 
commanded Spain’s Atlantic squadron, 
warned his government of “our lack of 
everything that is necessary for a naval 
war, such as supplies, ammunition, coal, 
provisions, etc. We have nothing at all.” 
Furthermore, land war against American 
troops would be difficult in Cuba — less 
than 100 miles from the United States, but 
over 4,000 miles from Spain. 


War Arrives 

Spain conceded to every U.S. demand ex- 
cept complete withdrawal from Cuba, and 
offered to submit the matter of the Maine 
to arbitration. Nevertheless, demands 
for war erupted in Congress. To insure 
against Senate reservations, Senator Red- 
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Sinking neutrality: The mangled remnants of 
the battleship Maine lay mostly under water 
in Havana Harbor. The cause of the ship’s 


field Proctor made a quick visit to Cuba. 
After returning, he consulted McKinley, 
and that same day made a fiery Senate 
speech. Describing hunger and disease he 
had witnessed, Proctor urged Cubans’ “de- 
liverance from the worst misgovernment 
of which I have ever had knowledge.” His 
speech strongly impacted the Senate, but 
Proctor omitted the main reason for the 
suffering: Cuba’s rebels themselves. 

McKinley, now falsely proclaiming he 
had “exhausted” all diplomatic means of 
maintaining peace, asked Capitol Hill for 
authorization to intervene militarily. Con- 
gress issued a joint resolution 


For the recognition of the indepen- 
dence of the people of Cuba, demand- 
ing that the government of Spain re- 
linquish its authority and government 
in the island of Cuba and Cuban wa- 
ters, and directing the President of 
the United States to use the land and 
naval forces of the United States to 
carry these resolutions into effect. 


Spain could not have accepted this de- 
mand. It had ruled Cuba since 1511. All 
Spanish political parties, liberal and con- 
servative, considered Cuba part of Spain, 
just as Americans consider Hawaii part 
of America. If it relinquished Cuba, the 
Spanish government would have faced 
revolution at home. Given a choice be- 
tween revolution and war, the Spanish 
elected to fight, with honor, a war they 
could not hope to win. This delighted Wil- 


liam Randolph Hearst. With the war in full 
swing, his newspaper’s headline gloated: 
“How Do You Like the Journal’s War?” 

While America’s military fought with 
tremendous valor during the war, as much 
may be said of the hundreds of Spanish 
sailors who died under U.S. Navy firepow- 
er, and of the defenders of San Juan Hill 
who, outnumbered over 15 to one, held 
until their ammunition ran out. 


Combat Versus Conquest 

Although the war was ostensibly over 
Cuba, U.S. forces attacked Spain’s other 
colonies. This might be excused as stra- 
tegically necessary — had not the Unit- 
ed States subsequently absorbed these 
territories. 

In July, after Santiago had fallen and 
Spain had already sued for peace, U.S. 
forces invaded the Spanish colony of 
Puerto Rico, whose defenders surrendered 
after token resistance. 

In the Pacific, a U.S. cruiser began 
shelling Guam. The hapless Spaniards on 
that isolated island did not even know a 
war was on. They rowed out to the ship 
and apologized for not having the cannons 
necessary to return the “salute.” 

In August, U.S. troops, supported by 
naval bombardment, seized Manila after 
light resistance, unaware that Spain had 
already signed a peace protocol. 

Under the final treaty, Puerto Rico, 
Guam, and the Philippines became pos- 
sessions of the United States, which paid 
Spain $20 million — on a take-it-or-leave- 
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No match: The brief but fierce naval battle 


of Santiago, which destroyed Spain’s 
Caribbean squadron, as seen from the deck 


of the battleship USS /owa, July 3, 1898. 


it basis — as compensation. In July, the 
United States also annexed Hawaii — 
though not a Spanish colony, it was ab- 
sorbed during “expansion fever.” 


Contradictions 

To justify expelling Spain from Cuba, 
some congressional interventionists in- 
voked the Monroe Doctrine. Declared by 
President James Monroe in 1823, the doc- 
trine stated that America would view fu- 
ture European interference in the Western 
Hemisphere as aggression. 

However, Monroe did not apply the 
doctrine to existing colonies like Cuba. 
Furthermore, the doctrine was intrinsi- 
cally isolationist, affirming that nations 
should remain in their own spheres. By 
what logical consistency, then, could the 
United States overtake lands as distant as 
the Philippines? Americans were told we 
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required overseas possessions to “protect 
our interests,’ but why couldn’t Spain 
have that same privilege? 

American soldiers were told they were 
“fighting colonialism” in Cuba, yet by 
usurping Spain’s colonies we became a 
colonial power ourselves. Calling them 
“possessions” was essentially an exercise 
in semantics. 

Americans were also told we must fight 
for Cubans’ “self-determination.” But 
when the Filipinos requested the same 
right, it was refused. U.S. troops spent four 
years suppressing a Filipino independence 
movement. Forty-two hundred U.S. sol- 
diers and 20,000 Filipino insurgents died 
in the fighting. Ironically, in the Philip- 
pines, when American General J. Franklin 
Bell realized rural people were aiding the 
rebels, he ordered them into concentrated 
zones. Thus the United States adapted the 
same strategy it condemned 
when employed by the Span- 
ish in Cuba. 

A few Americans recog- 
nized the hypocrisies. Mas- 
sachusetts Senator George 
Hoar stated that “if we are to 
govern subjects and vassal 
States, trampling as we do 
it on our own great Charter 


which recognizes alike the lib- 
erty and dignity of individual 
manhood, then let us resist this 
thing in the beginning, and let 
us resist it to the death.” Dela- 
ware Senator George Gray 
warned that the treaty with 
Spain “introduces European 
politics and the entangling al- 
liances against which Wash- 
ington and all American states- 
men have protested. It will 
make necessary a navy equal 
to the largest of powers [and] 
a greatly increased military es- 
tablishment ... multiply occa- 
sions for dangerous complica- 
tions with foreign nations, and 
increase burdens of taxation.” 
The newly formed Anti-Impe- 
rialist League declared: “We 
regret that it has become neces- 
sary in the land of Washington 
and Lincoln to reaffirm that all 
men, of whatever race or color, 
are entitled to life, liberty, and 
the pursuit of happiness. We maintain that 
governments derive their just powers from 
the consent of the governed.” 

These voices were drowned out as flags 
waved to speeches about America be- 
coming a “world power,” justified by our 
“Manifest Destiny.” 


Behind the Scenes 

One can better understand the war by fol- 
lowing actions of National City Bank, 
forerunner of today’s Citibank. National 
City was America’s most powerful bank, 
with a board including representatives of 
the Rockefeller, Morgan, and Rothschild 
interests. Historian Ferdinand Lundberg 
noted: “National City Bank during McKin- 
ley’s incumbency was, significantly, more 
closely involved in Administration affairs 
than any other bank.” 

To finance the war, Assistant Trea- 
sury Secretary Frank Vanderlip negoti- 
ated a $200 million loan from National 
City Bank. After the war, the bank made 
Vanderlip its president. In that capacity 
he participated in the infamous Jekyll 
Island meeting, where private bankers 
secretly plotted creation of the Federal 
Reserve Bank. 

A new tax was announced to fund the 
war (or, practically speaking, to reimburse 
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National City Bank). Since the Supreme 
Court had ruled an income tax unconsti- 
tutional in 1895, a federal excise tax was 
levied on telephone service. The tax re- 
mained in force for over a century, until it 
was repealed in 2006. 

More than loan interest was at stake. 
Sugar seems ordinary today, but long 
ago its profitability earned the nickname 
“white gold” — much as oil, dominated 
by the Rockefellers’ Standard Oil, was 
called “black gold.” Lundberg writes 
of the Spanish-American War that “the 
Rockefeller-Stillman National City Bank 
benefited most directly from it, for Cuba, 
the Philippines, and, indeed, all of Latin 


America soon afterward became dot- 
ted with National City branches, and the 
Cuban sugar industry gravitated into Na- 
tional City’s hands.” William Guy Carr af- 
firmed in Pawns in the Game: “National 
City Bank owned and controlled Cuba’s 
sugar industry when the war ended.” Mark 
Twain wrote: 


How our hearts burned with indig- 
nation against the atrocious Span- 
iards.... But when the smoke was 
over, the dead buried and the cost of 
the war came back to the people in an 
increase in the price of commodities 
and rent — that is, when we sobered 


up from our patriotic spree — it sud- 
denly dawned on us that the cause of 
the Spanish-American War was the 
price of sugar. 


Hawaii and the Philippines also yielded 
huge sugar revenues, and were steps to- 
ward a larger economic target: China. 
By 1899, McKinley already proclaimed 
his “Open Door” policy, demanding that 
European nations grant the United States 
equal access to Chinese ports. 

Major General Smedley Butler was, 
at the time of his death (1940), the most 
decorated Marine in American history. In 
his book War Is a Racket he revealed: 


What Sank the Maine? 


by James Perloff 


liam Sampson, concluded that the Maine sank when a mine 

detonated, causing the ship’s forward magazines to explode. 
The court of inquiry based this on eyewitness testimony of two ex- 
plosions, as well as inward bending of part of the hull. However, it 
did not fix responsibility for the mine. 

The Spanish wanted to undertake a joint investigation with the Unit- 
ed States. When refused, they conducted their own inquiry, which at- 
tributed the explosion to a fire in a coal bunker adjacent to the Maine’s 
munitions stores. They cited lack of evidence for things normally seen 
in mine detonation, such as a column of water, dead fish, etc. 

In 1911, the Maine’s wreckage was raised and subjected to a new 
court of inquiry headed by Rear Admiral Charles Vreeland. It con- 
firmed Sampson’s conclusion of an external device; the wreck was 
subsequently taken out to sea and scuttled. 

In 1974, Admiral Hyman Rickover conducted a private investiga- 
tion, finding that a coal bunker fire caused the explosion. In 1998, 
National Geographic commissioned a study using computer mod- 
els that blamed a mine. In 2002, the History Channel produced a 
documentary in which scientists reconstructed part of the hull. Their 
verdict was an accidental coal bunker fire, concluding that the hull’s 
inward bending resulted from inrushing water. 

None of these investigations seem totally satisfying, as they ex- 
plore how rather than who. Although coal bunker fires did occur on 
some U.S. warships of that era, none blew up. By what coincidence 
was the Maine the only ship to so explode, while in Havana Harbor, 
and just when cries for war peaked? The bunker in question had 
working fire alarms, and the Maine had a competent crew. 

With a crew of 355, a bomb would have been difficult to plant 
unnoticed. As the explosion occurred after nightfall, it is possible 


T he original Naval Court of Inquiry, headed by Captain Wil- 
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someone used the cover of darkness to float an external mine to the 
Maine. Who had motive? Spain’s actions and internal documents 
prove it wished to avoid war at all costs. The primary beneficiaries 
were the Wall Street establishment and Cuba’s revolutionaries. The 
latter were using dynamite to destroy trains and bridges. They surely 
knew that if the ship met disaster, America would likely win their 
war. In Who Sank the Maine? historian Thomas Fleming noted that 
50 to 100 pounds of dynamite, exploding externally, could have suf- 
ficed to detonate the Maine’s munitions. Hf 
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The original Naval Court of Inquiry that investigated the sinking of the 
Maine. \t was headed by Captain William T. Sampson, seated second 
from the left. 
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I have spent 34 years in 
active service as a mem- 
ber of the Marine Corps. 
And during that period 
I spent most of my time 
being a high-class mus- 
cle man for big business, 
for Wall Street and for 
the bankers. In short, I 
was a racketeer for capi- 
talism. I helped make 
Mexico safe for Ameri- 
can oil interests in 1914. 
I helped make Haiti and 
Cuba a decent place for 
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the National City Bank 
to collect revenues. 


Nevertheless, the war dis- 
abled opposition that had 
been simmering against 
Wall Street monopolists. 
Thanks to press propagan- 
da, “Spain” replaced “Mor- 
gan and Rockefeller’ as the 
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role in American politics. 
Distinctions between the 
Democratic and Republi- 
can parties, both of whom 
supported the war, contin- 
ued fading. 
Correspondingly, the war was exploit- 
ed to consolidate the North and South, 
which animosity had divided since the 
War between the States and Reconstruc- 
tion. McKinley cleverly appointed ex- 
Confederate generals such as Joseph 
Wheeler and Thomas Rosser, along with 
old Union officer William Shafter, who 
commanded the expeditionary force to 
Cuba. Having Southerners fight along- 


nish political parties, liberal and 
ive, considered Cuba part of 
ust as Americans consider Hawaii 


erica. If it relinquished Cuba, 
anish government would have faced 
ion at home. 


Sugary success: Ferdinand Lundberg wrote of the war that “the Rockefeller- 
Stillman National City Bank benefited most directly from it.... The Cuban sugar 
industry gravitated into National City’s hands.” Above: a National City Bank 

advertisement promoting Cuban sugar. 


side Yankees would rebuild the cohesive- 
ness needed to make America’s military 
a world police force. 


Birth of the Anglo-American 
Establishment 

Few know that the war inaugurated a 
U.S.-British alliance that began dissipat- 
ing the aversion most Americans still held 
toward their former colonial ruler. Of the 
European powers, Britain alone sided with 
America during the war, and 
provided covert assistance. 
So strong was the partner- 
ship that Germany’s Kaiser 
Wilhelm II called it “the 
American-British Society 
for International Theft and 
Warmongering.” 

In 1896, when Spain 
sought support from a coali- 
tion of the European pow- 
ers, Britain’s ambassador to 
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Spain, Henry Drummond 
Wolff, sabotaged the plan 
by leaking it to the U.S. 
government. Shortly before 
war began, Maria Cristina, 
Regent of Spain, wrote to 
England’s Queen Victoria 
(her aunt), imploring British 
solidarity with Spain. But 
Victoria politely declined 
at the insistence of Britain’s 
powerful prime minister, 
Lord Salisbury. Before the 
invasion of Puerto Rico, the 
land was spied out by U.S. 
Lieutenant Henry Whitney 
— disguised as a British 
officer. When Manila was 
bombarded in August 1898, 
British warships positioned 
themselves between Dew- 
ey’s ships and a nearby Ger- 
man fleet. 

Before the war, Britain’s 
Colonial Secretary Joseph 
Chamberlain declared: “I 
should look with pleasure to 
the possibility of the Stars 
and Stripes and the Union 
Jack floating together in 
defence [sic] of a com- 
mon cause sanctioned by 
humanity and justice.” And 
with the war under way, 
he said that “terrible as war may be, even 
war itself would be cheaply purchased if, 
in a great and noble cause, the Stars and 
Stripes and the Union Jack should wave 
together over an Anglo-Saxon alliance.” 
As relations warmed, a new organization 
formed in July 1898: the Anglo-American 
League, with branches in the United States 
and England. The league led to the found- 
ing of the secretive Pilgrims Society in 
1902. 

Students of conspiracy and the “new 
world order” often hear of the Council on 
Foreign Relations, Britain’s Royal Insti- 
tute of International Affairs, the Trilateral 
Commission, and Bilderbergers. Receiv- 
ing less attention, though predating them 
all, is the Pilgrims Society. Ostensibly 
formed to promote goodwill between the 
United States and Britain, its membership 
consists of “upper crust” from govern- 
ment, business, banking, and media in 
both countries. Members today include lu- 
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minaries ranging from David Rockefeller 
to Queen Elizabeth II. Its earliest members 
included Spanish-American War gener- 
als Joseph Wheeler and Leonard Wood, 
along with a “who’s who” of Wall Street 
monopolists and Federal Reserve found- 
ers — John D. Rockefeller, Jr.; Andrew 
Carnegie; Paul Warburg; Jacob Schiff; 
Nelson Aldrich; and Frank Vanderlip. J.P. 
Morgan was the society’s first vice presi- 
dent. In Britain, early members included 
Lord Salisbury, powerful financier Nathan 
Rothschild, Bank of England governor 
Montagu Norman, world government ad- 
vocate Philip Kerr, and Winston Churchill 
(whose 1895 visit to Cuba sparked contro- 
versy in England, where he was accused of 
meddling in non-British affairs). The Pil- 
grims Society’s motto is “Hic et Ubique” 
(here and everywhere), an evident comple- 
ment to “Ubique,” the word on the logo of 
the Council on Foreign Relations — which 
many American members of the Pilgrims 
Society have belonged to. 


Legacy 

The “splendid little war” wasn’t so splen- 
did. Populism’s threat to the stagnating 
Democratic and Republican parties was 
foiled; Wall Street monopolism strength- 
ened. No longer was our military restrict- 
ed to national defense; instead it became 
a global policeman, righting wrongs over- 
seas. Many of these “wrongs” would be 
inventions or exaggerations of the press, 
which honed its skill at reporting phony 
atrocities during the Spanish-American 
War. A new Anglo-American alliance sub- 
verted the natural isolationism of transat- 
lantic boundaries, entangling the militar- 
ies of both countries in common causes 
to this day. 

Teddy Roosevelt acquitted himself 
well in combat, and swiftly turned his 
fame to political advantage. By Novem- 
ber 1898, he had already been elected 
New York’s governor, and three years 
later became president of the United 
States. His distant cousin, Franklin D. 
Roosevelt, followed a hauntingly similar 
path. Like Teddy, FDR was assistant sec- 
retary of the navy during a controversial 
naval incident (the Lusitania disaster) 
that helped propel us into war. And like 
Teddy, FDR became governor of New 
York and then president. 

The ultimate loser of the Spanish-Amer- 
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ican War was Cuba herself. In the 
1950s, Marxist revolutionary Fidel 
Castro emulated Maximo Gomez 
in trying to seize the island. The 
American public had still not 
grown wise to Yellow Journalism 
tactics. William Randolph Hearst 
was succeeded by television’s Ed 
Sullivan, who praised Castro as 
“Cuba’s George Washington,” and 
the New York Times, which lauded 
his “strong ideas of liberty, de- 
mocracy, social justice.” 

After becoming dictator in 
1959, Castro converted the is- 
land into a communist prison, and 
soon aimed Soviet nuclear mis- 
siles at the United States. Would 
Americans have fought in Cuba 
in 1898, had they known it would 
ultimately lead to deadly threats 
against their grandchildren? Today 
it is not so much the Maine we 
must remember, but history’s true 
meaning. 


* 
aa. 
Charging forward: Teddy Roosevelt in Cuba with his friend, newspaper reporter Richard Harding 


Davis, whose reports of Roosevelt’s exploits helped propel his political career. Eighty-nine 
reporters arrived with U.S. troops who landed near Santiago. 


leader of Cuba’s revolution, told George Bronson Rea: “If 
you or any other American correspondent dares to enter 
my camp and write the truth concerning our condition, 
Carramba! I'll shoot you!” 
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Friday the 13th 


This column has featured many terrible 
news stories, but the following news story 
out of Twin Falls, Idaho, might be the most 
disturbing. The Times-News of Twin Falls 
reported that an unidentified woman was 
the victim of two different rape attempts 
by two different attackers, attempts that 
were arranged through Craigslist. 

The first attempted rape occurred 
shortly after midnight on Friday, July 13. 
The woman was home alone when she 
heard the doorbell ring. She opened the 
door and saw a stranger standing in front 
of her. The stranger asked her name and 
when she answered, he allegedly replied, 
“Tm here for you” and forced his way 
into her home. Like a scene out of a hor- 
ror movie, the woman found herself being 
chased by this deranged attacker. She ran 
through the house trying to escape him, 
but he kept pursuing her. She eventually 
made her way into her bedroom and re- 
trieved a 9 mm handgun, but before she 
could fire a shot, the man grabbed the 
gun and tried wresting it away from her. 
The gun went off during the struggle, 
and a bullet traveled through the bed 
and ricocheted off some nearby stairs. 
The gunshot startled the attacker, and he 
turned and fled the scene. He ran out the 
front door and sped away in his car. The 
woman called the police, who came and 
filed a police report. 

Shockingly, the horrifying ordeal for this 
traumatized woman was not over: Another 
strange man came to her house the next day 
intent upon raping her. This new attacker 
burst inside her home, but the woman was 
better prepared this time, and she held him 
at gunpoint in the living room. She fired a 
shot from the gun, which let the attacker 
know that she would shoot to kill if he 
didn’t stop moving. The police arrived on 
the scene and took the attacker into custody. 

During interviews with law enforce- 
ment, the attempted rapist allegedly told 
police that he was responding to an ad on 
Craigslist in the casual encounters section. 
According to the police report, the attacker 
claimed that the online ad “told him she 
wanted to be forcibly raped as that was a 
fantasy of hers.” The suspect also told po- 
lice that several e-mails were exchanged 
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in the lead-up to this event, and eventually 
the person posting the ad gave the address 
of the home of the victim. The police re- 
port further stated that the attacker “was 
told to force his way inside and rape the 
woman there and not stop no matter how 
much she resisted.” 

Law enforcement traced the electronic 
records from the e-mail exchange to an- 
other suspect, 32-year-old Justin Mat- 
thew Crawford — the victim’s husband. 
The IP address for the computer the e- 
mails originated from was located at the 
Army National Guard in Mountain Home, 
Idaho, and Crawford works for the Na- 
tional Guard. After being interrogated by 
police, Crawford allegedly admitted to set- 
ting up the incidents using Craigslist. His 
motivations are not yet known, but what is 
known is that this poor woman is able to 
say she was a victim of two “attempted” 
rapes, yet neither attempt was successful 
because she owned a handgun and knew 
how to use it. 


Never Too Young 


Americans can “exercise the right” and 
defend themselves using firearms even at 
the tender age of 14. Fox News reported 
on June 23 that a 14-year-old boy shot an 
intruder who broke into his home while 
he was babysitting his three younger sib- 
lings in Phoenix, Arizona. The teen and 
his siblings were home alone when their 
doorbell rang. Demonstrating caution, 
the young boy did not answer the door 
because he did not recognize the woman 
ringing the bell. After some time passed, 
the teen heard a loud bang at the door. He 
immediately knew something was very 
wrong, and rushed the younger siblings 
upstairs. Then the teen ran into his parents’ 
bedroom and got his father’s handgun. He 
prepared the weapon and went back to the 
top of the stairs. When he looked down to- 
ward the door, he witnessed a man break- 
ing through the front door. The intruder 
pointed a gun at him, and the young boy, 
reacting quickly, fired at the 37-year-old 
home invader. The man was seriously in- 
jured, and police discovered him at the 
entrance to the house when they arrived 
on the scene, responding to a call by the 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


family’s neighbor. (The woman the teen 
saw ringing the doorbell got away.) The 
suspect is in critical condition but is ex- 
pected to survive and face criminal charg- 
es. Police Officer James Holmes praised 
the actions of the young boy, as well as 
his parents for teaching him to never open 
the door for strangers. Holmes added how 
impressed he was with the swift response 
of such a young boy to such a terrifying 
situation. “As ugly as this is, and as much 
as this family is going through, we don’t 
have injured children on our hands.... The 
police and indeed our community does not 
ever want to see a situation where a teen- 
ager of that age has to take a weapon to 
protect his family ... but this young man 
did exactly what he should have done.” 


Thieves Target 


Internet Cafe 


Two thugs probably thought they came up 
with a pretty ingenious scheme: Why not 
rob an Internet cafe, a place likely filled 
with helpless computer geeks? There’s 
got to be tons of great potential victims 
there loaded with cash! However, when 
the young men put their plan into action 
on July 14, one patron at an Ocala, Flor- 
ida, Internet cafe certainly challenged the 
“techno geek” stereotype when he thwart- 
ed their stickup. According to the Orlando 
Sentinel, the two suspects in the robbery, 
Davis Dawkins and DuWayne Henderson, 
allegedly entered the Palms Internet Cafe 
just before 10 p.m. One was armed with a 
handgun and the other with a baseball bat. 
The bat-wielding thug smashed a $1,200 
computer to let the 30 customers inside 
know that he and his partner in crime 
meant business. Unfortunately for these 
two miscreants, one of the 30 holdup vic- 
tims was armed and pulled his pistol. The 
armed customer defended himself and the 
other victims by firing at the two intrud- 
ers and injuring them both. The assailants 
fled the scene but were apprehended by 
law enforcement shortly afterwards. Local 
law enforcement has said that the patron 
who shot at the two acted lawfully and will 
not face any charges. ll 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Waiving Welfare 
Work Requirements 


ITEM: The White House, in an item on its 
website dated July 18, declared: 


Last week, the Department of Health 
and Human Services released guid- 
ance regarding waivers for the 
TANF program. These waivers will 
strengthen welfare reform by ac- 
celerating job placement and mov- 
ing more Americans from welfare to 
work. Under this policy, no waivers 
that undercut work requirements in 
welfare reform will be approved. 
This policy will allow States to 
test new, more effective ways to help 
people get and keep a job. For years, 
Republican and Democratic Gover- 
nors have requested more flexibility in 
implementing welfare reform so they 
can meet their States’ specific needs. 


ITEM: An article by Fox News, using ma- 
terial from the Associated Press, reported 
on July 19: 


House and Senate Republicans intro- 
duced a bill Wednesday to prohibit the 
administration from implementing its 
latest policy or approving any change 
that “waives compliance” with the 
program’s work rules. They claimed 
the administration had “overstepped 
its bounds” while “eviscerating” 
planks from the 1996 bipartisan 
agreement on welfare reform. 

“Gutting welfare work require- 
ments with the stroke of a pen and 
without congressional input is simply 
unacceptable and cannot be allowed 
to stand,” Sen. Orrin Hatch, R-Utah, 
said in a statement. 


Item: Ezra Klein’s “Wonkblog” for the 
Washington Post, dated July 17, says: “To 
hear conservatives tell it, the Obama ad- 
ministration is using its executive power to 
effectively repeal the Clinton administra- 
tion’s signature welfare reform law.... One 
man’s gutting is, of course, another man’s 
tweaking, but in this case, the Obama 
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Work means opportunity: When President Clinton signed bipartisan welfare-to-work legislation 
to encourage welfare recipients to join — or rejoin — the workforce, it was lambasted by much 
of the Left. But it led to less poverty and less need. Now Obama wants to override the law. 


administration is not removing the bill’s 
work requirements at all. He’s changing 
them to allow states more flexibility. But 
the principle that welfare programs must 
require recipients to move toward employ- 
ment isn’t going anywhere.” 
CORRECTION: When the White House got 
caught trying to chip away at both the in- 
tent and letter of the welfare-to-work pro- 
gram known as the Temporary Assistance 
for Needy Families (TANF), it reacted as 
might be expected — issuing clarifications 
that were muddier than their original state- 
ments. In this case, a spokesman for the 
president said in essence that only good 
waivers would be granted to the work re- 
quirements in TANF. 

The reference that the White House made 
to Republican governors seeking flexibility 
in welfare reform is more than misleading. 
The allusion is to a letter from 2005 signed 
by a number of governors. However, that 
letter was not about waiving TANF work 
requirements, but rather concerned another 
piece of legislation that would have made 
federal work standards tougher. 

Meanwhile, the Washington Post piece 
cited above found it inconvenient to speak 
with conservatives or Republicans but did, 
as it happens, manage to seek out a couple of 
leftist “experts” who sided with the Obama 
White House’s views on the issue. These in- 


cluded Peter Edelman, who had previously 
resigned from his assistant secretary post at 
HHS to show his disapproval when Presi- 
dent Clinton signed the welfare reform law. 

Unsurprisingly, Edelman told the Post 
that even more money should be spent on 
the welfare program. He argued that since 
Food Stamp participation has gone from 
26.3 million people in 2007 to about 46 mil- 
lion, that growth demonstrates, ipso facto, 
that TANF is lagging, since it has only gone 
from 3.9 million to 4.4 million participants. 
Successful poverty programs, you see, are 
those that can drum up more “clients.” 

The assertion that Health and Human 
Services is not trying to weaken the work 
requirements, but is some type of states’ 
right endeavor does not even pass the gig- 
gle test. When federal welfare spending has 
increased 41 percent on your watch — as 
is the case under President Obama — your 
credibility for frugality and good steward- 
ship is not strong, to say the least. Dick 
Morris, a longtime Democrat and former 
advisor to President Clinton, has noted that 
the administration “has opened a loophole 
in the 1996 welfare reform legislation big 
enough to make the law ineffective. Its 
work requirement — the central feature of 
the legislation — has been diluted beyond 
recognition by the bureaucrats at the De- 
partment of Health and Human Services.” 
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The work requirements that were part of 
the welfare legislation that President Clin- 
ton found himself required to sign after 
being passed by a Republican Congress as- 
suredly didn’t end the welfare state, though 
they put a dent in it. Before welfare reform 
was enacted, and the Aid to Families with 
Dependent Children program (AFDC) was 
replaced with TANF in 1996, the AFDC 
caseload had “not declined significantly 
at any time since World War II,” notes the 
Heritage Foundation expert in this area, 
Robert Rector. However, after TANF, says 
Rector, that caseload “promptly dropped 
by 50 percent. As the caseloads plummet- 
ed, employment and earnings experienced 
an unprecedented surge upward.” 

Dependency also fell. As summarized 
by National Review, after the reform was 
put into place, “3.6 million people — and 
2.9 million children — escaped poverty; 
childhood hunger was halved; employ- 
ment among single mothers skyrocketed; 
and the rise in out-of-wedlock childbear- 
ing slowed. All of this happened even as 
the welfare caseload was cut in half. These 
results flabbergasted left-wing wonks and 
stalwart Democrats, who predicted that re- 
form would push millions into destitution 
and turn the war on poverty into a war on 
the poor.” 

While the Left won’t generally admit it, 
a dependent population is the goal. Every 
once in a while, this truth does slip out. 
House Democrat leader Nancy Pelosi ear- 
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lier this year opined that Barack Obama 
should wear the title of “Food Stamp Pres- 
ident” as a “badge of honor.” If so, he’s a 
very honorable man, surpassing even Pres- 
ident George W. Bush in this regard. In the 
year 2000, there were an estimated 17 mil- 
lion Americans receiving Food Stamps; by 
2008, there were about 30 million recipi- 
ents; that number has jumped to 46 million 
— about one in every seven Americans. 

That’s how elections get purchased and 
how power gets centralized. The phenom- 
enon is time-tested. The Roman emperor 
Augustus said, as noted by a biographer, 
“that he was inclined to abolish forever the 
public distribution of grain, for the people 
had come to rely upon it and had ceased 
to till the fields; but he had not proceeded 
further in the matter because he was sure 
that from a desire to please the people, it 
would be revived at one time or another.” 

It didn’t take an augur interpreting ani- 
mal entrails to predict that. Still, it would 
be better for all of us if history were to 
repeat itself at longer intervals. 

The situation in ancient Rome also got 
out of control. In his 1939 book, The New 
Deal in Old Rome, H.J. Haskell observed 
of the era of Augustus: “Many persons 
preferred relief to wages. Thereafter dur- 
ing the Imperial prosperity the number on 
relief continued.... Nearly three hundred 
years later the dole was extended and made 
hereditary. Two pounds of bread were is- 
sued daily to all registered citizens who 
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applied. In addition pork, olive oil, and salt 
were distributed free at regular intervals. 
When Constantinople was founded, right 
to relief was attached to the new houses in 
order to encourage building.” 

In the era of Obama, the administra- 
tion’s skirting of the work requirements 
that were passed by Congress and signed 
into effect by a Democrat predecessor was 
probably not even legal. 

As Representative Dave Camp (R- 
Mich.), chairman of the House Ways and 
Means Committee, and Senator Orrin 
Hatch (R-Utah) wrote in a letter to the 
Health and Human Services Secretary 
Kathleen Sebelius, “Simply put, if Con- 
gress had intended to allow waivers of 
TANF work requirements, it would have 
said so in the statute.” They demanded that 
the secretary provide a legal explanation 
for its reasoning that they termed “deeply 
flawed and specifically contradicted by 
TANF and related statutory language.” 

Camp told the Washington Times that 
the president is “attacking the heart of the 
bipartisan welfare reforms that have in- 
creased employment and earnings among 
low-income Americans over the last dec- 
ade and a half.... Eliminating the work 
requirements and turning back the clock 
to make welfare once again a system that 
simply writes checks is insulting to tax- 
payers already struggling to make ends 
meet in the Obama economy.” 

But legality and the constitutional separa- 
tion of powers are not points of emphasis 
for this administration. The president has 
already seen fit to make end runs around 
Congress in matters of energy policy, immi- 
gration, and education, among other issues. 

The walkback of welfare reform by 
the Obama administration is not incon- 
sequential. Yet, it only hints at the size of 
the overall welfare state. Earlier this year, 
the Cato Institute’s Michael Tanner re- 
leased an analysis describing at least 126 
different federal programs that profess to 
be fighting poverty. When the state and 
local government efforts are tossed into 
the mix, the total being spent approaches 
a trillion dollars, or $20,610 for every 
“poor” person in the country. 

That number is headed upward, signifi- 
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Making not working easy: There are at least 126 federal programs that profess to fight poverty, 
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of which more than 80 are means-tested. Only two have work requirements. Here a woman 
requests Food Stamps merely because she lost a lot of food because of Hurricane Wilma. 


cantly, according to the administration’s 
own projections. Writes Tanner, director 
of health and welfare studies at Cato, by 
2014, federal and state welfare spending 
is expected to total $10.3 trillion over the 
next decade. Over that period, this would 
result in spending of “$250,000 for every 
American currently living in poverty, or 
$1 million for every poor family of four. 
And that does not include spending under 
the Patient Protection and Affordable Care 
Act, which will dramatically increase the 
number of low-income Americans partici- 
pating in Medicaid.” 

None of these comments, it should go 
without saying, should be seen as an at- 
tack on those in genuine need. But anyone 
who thinks that the United States is deal- 
ing with real poverty effectively and con- 
stitutionally probably has his mind open 
at both ends. 

Who is considered officially poor in this 
country? Using Census Bureau statistics 
on those defined as poor and various gov- 
ernment reports, the Heritage Foundation 
in Washington, D.C., offers details (“Un- 
derstanding Poverty in the United States: 
Surprising Facts About America’s Poor,” 
Robert Rector and Rachel Sheffield, Sep- 
tember 13, 2011). Here are some of the 
not-so-dire living conditions of those said 
to be poor: 
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* 80 percent of poor households have 
air conditioning; 

¢ Nearly three-fourths have a car or 
truck, and 31 percent have two or 
more cars or trucks; 

¢ Nearly two-thirds have cable or sat- 
ellite television: 

¢ Two-thirds have at least one DVD 
player and 70 percent have a VCR; 

¢ Half have a personal computer, and 
one in seven have two or more com- 
puters; 

¢ More than half of poor families with 
children have a video game system, 
such as an Xbox or PlayStation; 

¢ 43 percent have Internet access; 

¢ One-third have a wide-screen plas- 
ma or LCD television; and 

¢ One-fourth have a digital video re- 
corder system, such as a TiVo. 


The poor as a group in this country, by 
and large, are better off than most people 
throughout human history. That said, most 
would agree that if those who are needy 
can work, they should work. Unless, that 
is, you are employed at the top levels of 
the HHS. 

Still, even if one had no problem with 
the vast outpouring of welfare spending, 
the administration’s selective enforcement 
of the law and propensity to change the 


tules to get around the intent of Congress 
should still be a concern. 

Otherwise, making progress against the 
encroaching welfare state becomes almost 
impossible. In the case of welfare reform, 
the administration has become a scofflaw, 
searching for escape clauses and dodges 
to score political points. Robert Rector, 
who first publicized this unilateral over- 
turning of the law, has written: 


How will this power grab be used? 
In the past, state welfare bureaucrats 
have attempted to define “personal 
care activities,” “massage,” “motiva- 
tional reading,” “journaling,” attend- 
ing Weight Watchers, and “helping 
a friend or relative with household 
tasks” as work activities. Expect far 
more of this in the future as one-way 
handouts again displace workfare. 

Clearly, the real welfare-to-work 
provisions of the TANF law should 
be restored... 

Obama has increased federal 
means-tested welfare spending by a 
third since taking office. Last year, 
combined federal and state spending 
on means-tested welfare hit $927 bil- 
lion. (Social Security and Medicare 
are not included in this total.) 

Welfare spending amounts to 
$9,040 per year for each lower- 
income American. If converted to 
cash and simply given to the recipi- 
ents, this spending would be more 
than sufficient to bring the income 
of every lower-income American 
household to 200 percent of the fed- 
eral poverty level (roughly $44,000 
per year for a family of four). 


Set aside the constitutional and jurisdic- 
tional legalities for a moment. (After all, 
the politicians in Washington do so almost 
all the time.) There are those who boast 
that having tens of millions of Americans 
on the dole, and more being added every 
day, should be seen as a badge of honor. 
And there are those who know that a truly 
successful welfare program is one whose 
numbers are shrinking. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Your Choice: Obamney or Rombama 


he great American 
quadrennial politi- 
cal charade is in full 


sail. The managers for Team 
Obama and Team Romney 
are firing broadsides at the 
opposing candidate, while the 
passionate partisans for each 
side try to explain why only 
Commodore Mitt or Captain 
Barack can be trusted to steer 
our foundering ship of state 
through the stormy seas and 
perilous shoals ahead. 

But, as our cover story by 
Thomas Eddlem should make 
painfully clear, the substan- 
tive differences, on many key 
issues, between the current 
White House incumbent and his challenger are slim to nil. By 
their own words, records, and campaign proposals, both Obama 
and Romney confirm that they would continue the suicidal mas- 
sive government spending and intervention that would send our 
country off the same fiscal cliff that Greece and other spendthrift 
nations are now stampeding over. Each also believes that, as presi- 
dent, he may start wars at will and may shred the Constitution’s 
protections against warrantless searches, perpetual surveillance, 
torture, and indefinite detention. On these and other crucial issues, 
there is frighteningly little difference between the two candidates. 

This Tweedledum-Tweedledee dilemma is not a new phe- 
nomenon, of course; it seems to be a perpetual lamentation that 
when the presidential contest gets down to the wire, voters are 
stuck with a “choice” between two unappealing hybrids: either 
a Republicrat or a Demopub. 

This has not happened by accident, as historian Carroll Quig- 
ley explained in his 1966 magnum opus, Tragedy and Hope: A 
History of the World in Our Time. In this massive 1,348-page 
tome, Quigley, a distinguished professor who taught at Harvard, 
Yale, and Georgetown, and was a mentor to Bill Clinton, pro- 
vides detailed information about a secret network in Britain and 
the United States that, over the past century, has gained control 
over the financial and political life of much of the world. The 
primary front group for this secret power elite is the Council 
on Foreign Relations (CFR), often referred to as the Eastern 
Establishment. Professor Quigley moved in these circles, was 
given access to their secret records, and claimed to agree with 
their goals. The financial goals, according to Quigley, include 
“nothing less than to create a world system of financial control 
in private hands able to dominate the political system of each 
country and the economy of the world as a whole.” 

The insiders of this secret network have already succeeded 
in putting nearly all of their “world system of financial control” 
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into place. Key milestones 
in their successful march in- 
clude creation of the Federal 
Reserve System (1913); the 
United Nations, International 
Monetary Fund, and World 
Bank (1945); and, the euro 
currency and European Cen- 
tral Bank (1999). 

To accomplish these aims, 
it was essential to gain control 
of both major U.S. political 
parties. Quigley describes the 
“problem,” as viewed by the 
power elites: 


The chief problem of Amer- 
ican political life for a long 
time has been how to make 
the two political parties more national and international... 
The two parties should be almost identical, so that the 
American people can “throw the rascals out” at any election 
without leading to any profound or extensive shifts in policy. 
The policies that are vital and necessary for America are no 
longer subjects of significant disagreement, but are disput- 
able only in details of procedure, priority, or method. 


“As aresult,’” wrote Quigley, “the National parties and their pres- 
idential candidates, with the Eastern Establishment assiduously 
fostering the process behind the scenes, moved closer together 
and nearly met in the center with almost identical candidates 
and platforms, although the process was concealed, as much as 
possible, by ... meaningless war cries and slogans.” 

Unlike any other organization, the CFR has exercised a domi- 
nant (and decidedly malignant) influence in successive admin- 
istrations, whether Republican or Democratic. James Perloff 
noted in this magazine in 2009: “Since the council’s founding 
in 1921, 21 secretaries of defense or war, 19 secretaries of the 
treasury, 17 secretaries of state, and 15 CIA directors have hailed 
from the Council on Foreign Relations.” 

Among the hundreds of CFR members in the Obama ad- 
ministration are Timothy Geithner, Robert Gates, Lawrence 
Summers, Michele Flournoy, Susan Rice, Todd Stern, Janet 
Napolitano, Juliette Kayyem, Alan Bersin, Mona Sutphen, Paul 
Volcker, Peter Cowhey, and Eric Shinseki. Among the dozens of 
CFR members Mitt Romney has already named to his team are 
Michael Hayden, Paula Dobriansky, Eliot Cohen, Robert Kagan, 
Mitchell Reiss, Dov Zakheim, and Vin Weber. 

With a CFR-backed, Big Government “rascal” set to win the 
Whitehouse in November regardless of the outcome, electing 
constitutionalists to the House of Representatives and the Senate 
is more important than ever. Hi 
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Uncle Sam’s Real Estate Fire Sale 

In the wake of the bursting of the housing 
bubble, Congress passed the Dodd-Frank 
Act, supposedly to protect the public from 
financial machinations of big banks, but 
the system is still rigged. The Fed is selling 
foreclosed houses at bargain-basement prices 
— to billionaire investors. (June 25, 2012, 
A8pp) TNA120625 


Will U.S. Sovereignty Be LOST at Sea? 
Since the Law of the Sea Treaty’s inception 
30 years ago, the U.S. Senate has refused to 
ratify it because of its anti-capitalist nature, 
its limitations on the U.S. military, and the 
potential negative actions of anti-American 
governments that make up its signatories. But 
the Obama administration is trying to ratify 
it anyway. (July 9, 2012, 48pp) TNA120709 
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Obama vs. Romney: 
Their Core Beliefs 


Despite the glut of information available 
about President Obama and Mitt Romney, 
most people are unaware of the men’s actual 
records. Most voters simply don't have the 
time to separate fact from fiction, so we do it 
for you. (August 20, 2012, 48pp) TNA120820 
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The Real UN Agenda 

& the Rio+20 Summit Unmasked 

The United Nations’ Rio+20 Conference 
on Sustainable Development has run 
its course, but its plans — on abortion, 
property rights, energy usage, and 
personal consumption — go on, even in 
America. (July 23, 2012, 48pp) TNA120723 


The ObamaCare “Tax” 

Is the individual mandate in ObamaCare 
a tax or a penalty — constitutional or 
not? According to the U.S.Supreme Court, 
it is both a tax and not a tax, and it is 
constitutional, though only if one ignores 
sections of the Constitution. (August 6, 
2012, 48pp) TNA120806 
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